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RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT. 



STATE OF IOWA, 

Board of Railroad Commissioners 

Des Moines, December 6, 1898. 

To Hon. L» Af. Sbaw^ Governor of Iowa: 



■\ 



Pursuant to the provisions of the statute the board of railroad commissioners 
of the state of Iowa submit the following as the twenty-first annual report of its 
proceedings for the fiscal year last past. The law requires the board to report 
the amount of capital stock of the various railroad companies doing business in 
the state, the amount of preferred stock, if any, and the condition of its prefer- 
ment; the amount of its funded debt, the amount of its floating debt, the cost and 
actual present cash value of its road and equipment, including permanent way, 
buildings and rolling stock, all real estate used exclusively in operating the road, 
and all fixtures and conveniences for transacting its business, together with 
schedule of the same, not including lands granted in aid of its construction. 

The law further requires the board to report concerning the number of loco- 
motive engines and cars used in the state, and the number supplied with auto- 
matic safety couplers; the kincl and number of brakes used, and the number of 
each; the number of employes, and salaries paid each class; the amounts expended 
for improvements each year, how and where expended, and the character of 
such improvements; the earnings and receipts from each branch of business, and 
from all sources; the operating and other expenses, balance of profit and loss, etc. 

In its endeavor to comply with these requirements there have been prepared 
tables of statistics upon the subjects set out below, as well as on many others not 
here enumerated, which are, to the many who seek information on any particular 
line, of interest and value, and amply repay the most careful research and inves- 
tigation, showing as they do as fully as the nature of the returns secured from 
common carriers will afford the data, the condition and workings of the various 
railways of the state, so far as their duties as common carriers may relate to or 
interest the general public. These tables, among many other things, contain 
information concerning dividends, amount of capital stock representing the roads 
in Iowa, interest accrued and paid during the year, equipment and obligations 
concerning the same, amount of debt and debt per mile of road, rentals received 
and paid, total cost of road and equipment to the end of the fiscal year, the 
income from operation and from other sources, deductions from income, net 
income, surplus or deficit, taxes, permanent improvements, earnings from entire 
lines and from lines in Iowa, from passengers, express, mail, excess baggage, 
storage, freight, switching, telegraph, miscellaneous and other sources; operat- 
ing expenses, including maintenance of way< and structures, maintenance of equip- 
ment, conducting transportation, general expenses, including salaries, insurance, 
legal expenses, taxes in Iowa, and in other states, cash and current assets, cur- 
rent liabilities, mileage, description and character of roadbed, ballast, rails, roll- 
ing stock, different classes of employes and salaries paid each class, including 
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general officers, number of passengers carried and receipts from each passenger, 
freight tonnage and tonnage of different commodities, and train mileage, together 
with information in minute detail concerning many other subjects. 

The board has not considered it necessary to refer especially to all tabulated 
information herewith submitted, but in the discharge of its duties presents the 
same for the consideration of the public. 

IMPROVED PHYSICAL CONDITION. 

During the year steady improvement has been made in roadbed, it being obvi- 
ous that with poor roadbed the best superstructure and most modem equipment 
would be of little use in assuring safety to passengers, or reasonable dispatch in 
the delivery of freight. Expenditures to the accomplishment of this much- 
desired result have been made for such ballast as experience may have deter- 
mined to be the best for the road in question, or that can be made or obtained 
within reasonable distance of the locality. By constant attention to this all- 
important feature, some of the Iowa lines have roadbeds unsurpassed by any in 
the west. Iron rails have substantially disappeared from all main lines and 
important branches, and with recent material increase in weight of engines of 
nearly douljile the hauling capacity of earlier and lighter types, together with 
corresponding increase of capacity of freight cars, have caused the taking up of 
much light steel and its replacement with heavy steel. 

REDUCTION OP GRADES— INCREASED CAPACITY OP ENGINES. 

Grades are being reduced, either by being cut down or by relocation of lines, 
thus largely increasing the tonnage that can be handled on one trip by one train 
crew and an engine of given weight. Much attention has also been paid to the 
increased hauling capacity of engines, and in this particular alone, in connection 
with reduction of grade and improved roadbed, may be found an important fac- 
tor in the ability of carriers to still transport freight at a small profit, on rates 
that can be said to have had a downward tendency for a considerable number of 
years. 

WOODEN BRIDGES. 

Wooden bridges are rapidly giving place to steel and stone structures, which 
represents an important element in the expenditure of the earnings and in speed 
of trains, the safety of the traveling public, and outlay for permanent 
improvements. 

AUTOMATIC COUPLERS AND AIR BRAKES. 

The old link and pin coupler, to which has been charged many of the acci- 
dents and ills which railroad flesh is heir to, is rapidly disappearing, and in its 
place there is being put in the most approved automatic couplers that invention 
and mechanical skill have as yet devised, thus obviating to a great extent the 
necessity of going between cars to couple and uncouple the same. It is 
believed that the expiration of the time limit fixed by the last general assem- 
bly will see the provisions of that law referring to automatic couplers and air 
brakes in effect, and these life saving safety appliances in general use. 

LIGHTING AND HEATING CARS. 

Not least in the list of changes that are taking place is the lighting of all 
through trains by gas, and, in some instances, by electricity, instead of by dim 
and somewhat dangerous oil lamps. Steam heat from the engines is, in many 
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instancee, supplanting less approved methods, and is another marked change for 
the better. 

INTERLOCKING SWITCHES. 

Interlocking aod derailing devices which render it next to impossible, when 
properly operated, to run trains together at railway crossings are now in opera- 
tion at Carnf orth at the crossing of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and Chi- 
cago & North- Western railways; at Grand Junction at another crossing of the 
same roads; at LibertyviUe, where the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific crosses the 
Chicago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines; at Fairfield, at the crossing of the Chicago, 
Rook Island & Pacific and Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; at Ottumwa, where 
again the same roads cross; at Belknap, at the crossing of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific and the Wabash; at Neola, at the crossing of the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific and Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul; at Seymour, at the cross- 
ing of the same roads; at Malvern, at the crossing of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy and Omaha & St. Louis; at Centerville, at the crossing of the Keokuk & 
Western and Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, and at Davenport, at the crossing 
of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific and Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
railways; at Melbourne, at crossing of Chicago Great Western and Iowa Central; 
those at the last four points named having been placed in position during the 
past year. 

These devices, though expensive to first install, are exceedingly simple in prac- 
tical operation and as effective as they are simple, dolog away with the necessity 
of stopping and starting heavy trains at crossings, thus increasing speed, lessen- 
ing the interference with traffic, reducing cost of operating trains and reducing 
the liability to accidents, at such points, to a minimum. The introduction of 
interlocking and derailing switches which makes possible a quicker service with 
safety is but one means to this end. Considerable progress is being made, and at 
heavy outlay of labor and money, to reduce sharp curves and steep grades, the 
accomplishment of the first rendering travel more safe and increasing life of 
track and rolling stock, as also making it possible not only for an engine to haul 
. more tons of freight per trip but to perform that service with consumption of less 
fuel per ton of freight for each mile run, and with minimum wear to car and rail. 

It is apparent that the hauling capacity of an engine in actual service must of 
necessity be measured by its capacity at maximum grades upon the line. The 
heaviest engine may be able to transport forty or more cars of freight or mer- 
chandise over every part of a division except upon a certain grade, but '^ the hills 
set the pace for the levels," hence fewer cars than the maximum must be hauled 
over ordinary grades or loads suitable for such grades must be doubled over the 
hills, either by doubling the number or power of the engine or by making two 
trips vrith the same qngine. Either method adds to cost of transportation and 
the latter greatly reduces time. In trainmen's parlance, freight is divided into 
first class, second class and drags. In general terms, first class includes all live 
and perishable freight, in the delivery of which time is an Important factor. 
The second includes all ordinary freight or that in which time is a less important 
consideration. Dead freight or drags may bide its time, but humane considera- 
tions for live stock, the shrinkage in transit, the variation in markets, and the 
limited life and freshness of perishable freight under certain conditions make it 
necessary that this class of freight reach its destination with all possible dis- 
patch. These items, as well as the necessity of reducing the cost of transporta- 
tion to the lowest reasonable minimum, bring out more prominently the impor- 
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tance of increased capacity of motive power and cars and of reducing grades and 
curves wherever it can be done with reasonable outlay. Both these considera- 
tions are receiving attention by the railway companies in Iowa and more in the 
same direction will doubtless be done as fast as other pressing demands upon the 
revenues of these companies will permit. 

THROUGH PASSENGER AND FREIGHT SERVICE. 

The comfort of the traveling public and prompt delivery of freight are matters 
of great importance. The establishment of through passenger trains for the 
transportation of through passengers, mail and express, between large centers of 
population and market towns, is but one of the expensive luxuries of modern rail- 
roading brought about by the necessities of trade, by competition, by demands of 
the public and by the rapid improvements in all appliances that make up the well 
equipped train. That such trains are in the interest of the public service is too 
obvious to require more than a mere statement to that effect. 

In freight service no less than in the passenger department, quick delivery is 
of value to the producer as well as to the retailer, the wholesaler and the 
consumer. 

The producer watches the market and places his product thereon at the most 
favorable time, his product and the market both considered. 

It is apparent that every producer, as well as every retailer, wholesaler and 
consumer in the state, as also every passenger on fast through trains is interested 
in common with railway companies in the making of the best possible roadbed, 
the use of the best equipment, as well as the establishment of through quick 
service in both passenger and freight departments, thus greatly reducing the 
risk and hazard in the operation of railways, all of which are expensive, but in 
time will prove profitable. 

LAW (CONCERNING REPORTING OP ACCIDENTS. 

Section 14 of chapter 77, laws of the Seventeenth General Assembly, is 
as follows: 

Upon the oocnrrence of any serious aoctdent upon a railroad, which shall result 
In personal injury or losS' of life, the corporation operating the road upon which the 
accident occurred shall give immediate notice thereof to the commissioners, whose duty it 
shall be, if they deem it necessary, to investigate the same, and promptly -report to the 
goveraortheextentof the personal injuries, or loss of life, and whether the same was the 
result of the mismanagement or neglect of the corporation on whose line the injury or loss 
of life occurred. Provided, that such report shall not be evidence, or referred to In 
any case In any court. 

This section was not re-enacted by the last general assembly in its revision of 
the code, but the board has, in all such cases, attempted to ascertain as nearly as 
may be the responsibility of serious accident, where personal injury or loss 
of life has occurred, notwithstanding, by implication at least, the board is not 
required to make such investigations; but in cases where the cause of such acci- 
dent is occasioned by physical defects of the railway, or by any other act of the 
railway which might be responsible therefor, and of which the board had 
knowledge, it has attempted to have such defective conditions remedied. 

CONSTRUCTION OP NEW LINES. 

The board believes that it can be truly asserted that there is a better feeling 
existing between the railroads doing business in Iowa and the public than 
has existed in the past, and that this has, in many ways, encouraged and aided in 
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the improvement of the railways and the equipment thereof in this state, 
and that this improvement has been a substantial one. From present indications 
a large amount of capital is about to be invested in the extension of some of the 
Iowa lines, and in the eonstruction of new lines, which will undoubtedly prove to 
be of great advantage to many localities in the state. 

INSPECTION OF ROADS AND INVESTIGATION QF COMPLAINTS. 

In the discharge of its duties, the board has inspected the following n^imBd 
lines, among others, and traveled over all portions, or nearly all, of the same-^ 
in some instances many times — in making investigations of complaints and cases: 

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, except the Muscatine branch. 

The Minneapolis & St. Louis. 

The Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern. 

The Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. 

Nearly all of the Illinois Central. 

The Chicago & Northwestern. 

The Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy. 

The Chicago Great Western. 

The Iowa Central. 

The Mason'City & Ft. Dodge. 

The Des Moines, Northern & Western. 

The Keokuk & Western. 

The Omaha & St. Louis. 

The St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern. 

HIGHWAY CROSSINGS. 

A question of vital importance to the public, as well as to the railway compan- 
ies operating lines within this state, is railway and highway crossings, where one 
crosses the other at grade. 

There is a steady increase in the number of trains operated upon the main or 
through lines, as well as the speed of such trains, thereby greatly increasing the 
hazard and danger at crossings, which a few years ago were considered reasonably 
safe, and such hazard and danger will steadily increase as the speed and number of 
trains upon the different lines are increased. The only reasonable solution, in the 
opinion of the board, that will lessen and decrease this danger and hazard, will 
be to provide for under or over crossings. 

This subject is one that should receive careful and considerate action. 

The additional expense in many, and perhaps in the majority of cases, where 
such crossings at grade are hazardous and dangerous, to construct an over or 
under crossing, would represent, in the aggregate, a very large amount of money, 
but the tendency, at least, in all cases where such crossings can be constructed at 
a reasonable expense, should be in the line of over or under crossings, and it is 
the policy of the board, in the absence of express legislation, to encourage the 
construction of such crossings whenever, in its opinion, it can be done at a 
reasonable or moderate expense. 
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EXPRESS CX>MPANIES. 

We have nothing further to add on the subject of regulation of express com- 
paDies, to what was said in the report of 1897. 
Kespect^uUy submitted, 

Edward A. Dawson, 
Geo. W. Perkins, 
David J. Palmer, 
A ttest : Commissioners, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary, 



DECISIONS OF COMMISSIONERS. 



DECISIONS OF COMMISSIONERS. 



To provide better depot accommoda- 
tions and facilities at the city of 
Des MoineSf Iowa. 



No. 1867—1898. 

Complaint Against F. M. Hubbell, 
Des Moines Union Railway Com- 
pany, Wabash Railroad Company, 
The Des Moines Northern & West- 
ern Railway Company, and Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway 

COMPAlfY. 

The attention of the board of railroad commissioners had been called upon 
several occasions, prior to the date of the notice hereinafter mentioned, to the 
unsafe and unsanitary condition of the building then in use by the above named 
railway companies as a depot at the city of Des Moines. The board had at that 
time, however, what it deemed reliable information that the owner of the prop- 
erty used as such depot was about to construct a suitable building, and relying 
upon that information, the board deferred taking immediate action in the prem- 
ises. After waiting what it deemed a reasonable time, and being satisfied that 
no immediate steps were being taken to provide a suitable station or depot, the 
board caused to be served upon the different railway companies using the same, 
and the owner of said building, a notice in writing on the 11th day of March, 1807, 
which notice is as follows: 

'' You, and each of you, are hereby notified that the building now used and 
occupied by you as a railway passenger depot, or station, situated in block 15 of 
the Town of Fort Des Moines, now included in and made a part of the city of Des 
Moines, Iowa, is unsafe and unfit for use as a railway passenger depot or station; 
that the building is weak, defective, and dangerous to both life and property; 
that it is a menace to the health and safety of the traveling public and employes 
of the different lines of railway using the same for passenger depot or station 
purposes; that you are hereby required and ordered, without unnecessary delay, 
and on or before May 1, 1897, to provide a safe, suitable and convenient passenger 
depot and station facilities at some reasonable, proper and convenient point on 
the west side of the Des Moines river, within said city of Des Moines, for the use 
and convenience of the traveling public and the employes required in and about 
said station, easily accessible to the traveling public having business at said 
depot and station; and that unless the request or order herein is obeyed and fully 
complied with as aforesaid, the board of railroad commissioners of the state of 
Iowa will invoke the aid of the courts to enforce the order herein." 

In behalf of the Wabash Railroad company, Mr. Ramsey, Jr., vice-president 
and general manager, by letter under date of March 14th, 1897, answered in 
substance that as the Wabash company, being simply a tenant of the Des Moines 
Union railway and therefore having nothing to do with the erection of a new 
station at Des Moines, he had sent the notice to Mr. F. M* Hubbell, president of 
the Des Moines Union Railway company. Upon receipt of this letter by the com- 
mission it at once replied in substance that the order of the board referred to 
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therein asks that company to provide suitable depot faoilities for the traveling 
publio using that line of railway at Des Moines, and that the construction which 
Mr. Ramsey placed upon the notice was not the one intended by the board; that 
no requirements were made in said notice for the erection of a new station build- 
ing, but only that his company provide suitable and convenient depot facilities; 
that the fact that the Wabash company may have a lease of the building then 
used by it for station purposes would not excuse it or justify the board in per- 
mitting the railway company to use such building in the condition it was then in; 
that it was deemed by the board as unsafe, unwholesome and unfit for use as a 
railway station. In closing, the commission stated that it *' trusts it is plain to 
you that you are required to furnish station facilities required in that notice 
independent of any action that your landlord may take in regard to the building 
now used by you, unless he should erect or provide a suitable building as required 
in said order. This letter is not in any manner intended as a modification or in 
any other way a change of the order referred to by you in your letter of March 
Uth to this board.'' 

Under date of March 16, 1807, Mr. F. 0. Hubbell, president, answered in 
behalf of himself and the Des Moines Union Railway company and the Des Moines, 
Northern & Western Hallway company, stating in substance that he was then 
negotiating with the city council at Des Moines, with a view of building a union 
passenger station on the site at present occupied by the old depot, and further 
stating that the negotiation would not be a long, one, as the proposition was not 
new and the council would either pass or reject the necessary ordinance with- 
out delay, in which event they would at once prepare plans and build a new 
passenger station suflSLcient for the needs of the roads using their property, and 
which would be free from the objections which were made against the present 
depot. 

Mr. Hubbell stated, further that his architect believed there was noLhtng 
unsafe in the present passenger station and that while it was a very old and 
uninviting building, it was nothing worse, and in closing he stated : 

** I wish to call your attention to the date fixed in your notice for the building 
of the new station, L e.. May 1, 1807. The time fixed L9 altogether too short to 
construct even a small station, such as we would build in an j event, and of course 
it is too short to construct a union station. Inasmuch as there is no question 
raised by our company as to the sufficiency of our facilities and we state we are 
ready and willing to build a new station, are we cot entitled to sufficient time 
to construct a proper building, providing we commence at once in good faith?" 

Upon several different occasions and subneqr.ent to the foregoing correspond- 
ence, the board had personal interviews with Mr. Hubbell respecting the duty of 
the different lines of railway using the station in question, to provide suitable 
station facilities; that upon each and all of such conferences it was stated on 
behalf of Mr. Hubbell that they were using all possible efforts to obtain from the 
city council of Des Moines, certain concessions expressed in the form of an 
ordinance, granting to Mr. Hubbell the right to build upon or use a part of certain 
of the streets and alleys of said city; that on the 18th day of September, 1897, the 
board not being satisfied with the progress made in carrying out the request of 
the board, addressed a letter to Mr. Hubbell, in substance, as follows: 

**This board, under date of March 16, 1897, received a communication 
addressed to this board from you, and which communication contains the follow- 
ing statement, among others: ' Referring to your notice, dated March 11, 1897, 
ordering us to construct a new passenger station at Des Moines on or before the 
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first day of May, 1897, beg to advise we are now negotiating with the city council 
at Des Moines with view of building a union passenger station on the site at 
present occupied by our old depot. This negotiation will not be a long one, as 
the proposition is not new, and the council will either pass the necessary ordi- 
nance or it will be rejected without delay; in which event we will at once prepare 
plans and build a new passenger station sufficient for the needs of the roads using 
our properly, and which will be free from the objections which you raise against 
our present depot.' " And in closing Mr. Hubbell was requested to at once, with- 
out further delay, inform the board what progress he had made toward procuring 
a suitable depot for passengers having occasion to take passage from Des Moines 
over and upon the different lines of railway using the station referred to in his 
communication of March 16, 1897. 

Thereafter several appointments were made with Mr. Hubbell, and the 
answers were made that Mr. Hubbell, on account of other pressing business 
engagements, was unable to meet with the board. However, under date of Sep- 
tember 24, 1897, Mr. Hubbell answered the letter of September 18th sent him by 
the board, which is in substance as follows: 

''Yours of the 18th, respecting the new union station at Des Moines, laid on 
my desk unanswered owing to my anticipation of a meeting of the board of direct- 
ors of our company. This, however, has been delayed from day to day owing to 
Mr. Ramsey being a very busy man and unable to meet with us as anticipated. 

*^ I can say, however, in a preliminary way, that we have had general plans of 
a passenger station completed, including a plan of our tracks at the union sta- 
tion, so that all general dimensions of the station are settled. We are arranging 
our tracks to accommodate our new station, which required the shifting of every 
traek in our yard from West Seventh street to First street, and also required us 
to build trestle approaches at the Des Moines river bridge to connect our tracks 
at the east end and thus remove this very annoying and dangerous feature from 
our passenger station grounds. The tracks which we have had to move are the 
busiest which we have, and we have worked faithfully all summer with as large 
force of men as practicable upon the work. While we have not jierfeoted the 
working drawings for our depot, or broken the ground for foundations, we have 
in our estimation made very satisfactory progress toward our new structure, 
which we anticipate will be a very satisfactory building to the commissioners 
and also to the traveling public. 

''If this letter does not fully answer your inquiries, I will be pleased, if so 
desired, to appear before the commissioners at any time you will telephone me, 
and I can explain the whole case at greater length." 

Upon the receipt of the foregoing communication, the commissioners requested 
Mr. Hubbell to meet them at their office to explain more fully the details of the 
work done and what could reasonably be expected on the part of Mr. Hubbell, as 
the board, under no circumstances, would permit any unnecessary delay. There- 
upon the following statement was submitted by Mr. Hubbell, showing the amount 
of labor, material and money expended preparatory to the construction of the sta- 
tion, the substance of which is as follows: 



TWBNTY-PIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



MOHTB. IWZ. 


1 


a 


1 




1 ue.oo 

il 
SI 

i.au.oo 


Ml 

81300 


' i-^S 




J^"::::::::-::.;:-:::::::::::::::::: :::.::::::::::::::::::::::::■ 


l,Ut27 












1,003.00 




TotKllaboreipeadeduidmaMrlat aaed 


tlflU.ST 


H.a9T.Te 


t 11.539.33 



Aveiage Dumber men emiilo;ed per montb, twentr-seTen. 

The fore^ing iUtemenb shong that upun the receipt ol the notice given b; 
the commlsBioneri, Mr. Hubbell, In good faith, began to prepare the tracks and 
other things neoesBarf for the oonstruction of the new station, and that from and 
after the month of March, and up to and Includlag the month of October, 1897, he 
had made a total expenditure of &t3,S39.33. NotwithBtandlDg this showing, the 
oomjnUaioners were In constant communication with Mr. Hubbell relative to the 
work being done respecting the cooBtructioo of the new station, and on the 4th 
dajr of November, ISQT, Mr. Hubbell, by a letter addressed to the board, stated, 
among other things, as follows: 

" Our plan of the new station oontemplates something for which we have been 
striving for man; years, and will be an ornament to the city, a convenience to 
the public, and a credit to the railroad companj constructing the same. We 
have entered Into a contract with the companies using our terminals to build and 
complete a new passenger station on or before July 2, 1898. You will, therefore, 
see there Is no disposition on our part to delay the new Improvement, and in tact 
It win be necessary for us to put forth every possible effort to oomplete the build- 
ing within the contract time, but this we propose to do." 

There is much additional correspondence on file In the ofBoe of the board rel< 
ative to this station, but it is deemed onnecessary to estend the same Herein, as 
the foregoing. In a general way, will show the action of the board in this matter, 
and while it was apparent to the board that Mr. Hubbell had many things to 
contend with in completing the arrangements tor the final construction and occu- 
pation 4f the station, yet It believed that It was the duty of the board to Insist 
that on honest effort should be made to better the conditions then existing 
regarding station facilities by the dilTeretit lines of railway using the depot, for 
it is certain the building was a standing menace both to life and property, and 
was in almost ever; way inadequate for the larger business that was being dally 
transacted at this station. Those who had occasion to use this station bad a right 
to insist that they were entitled to better treatment, and should have long before 
this received accommodations more In keeping with the surroundinga and the 
large business carried on at this point. 

However, there is now erected a large, commodious, convenient and suitable 
station by Mr. Hubbell, 283 feet In length, forty-eight feet in width, and two 
stories high, constructed of Roman brick of grayish color, terra cotta and iron, 
with metallic lathing. It has one large general waiting room, seventy-six feet 
by forty-two feet and thirty feet high; ladles' anteroom and large parlor, toilets, 
etc., connecting with each. Smoking room, barber shop, gentlemen's toilets and 
wash rooms, news stand and ticket offices. It also has dining room and kitchen, 
baggage and express rooms. The depot Is used at present as passenger station 
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for incoming and outgoing passenger trains of the Des Moines Northern & West- 
ern railroad, the Wabash railroad and the Chicago Great Western railway com- 
panies. The offices on the second floor are used by the officials of the different 
companies named above, and the officials, of the Des Moines Union Railway 
company. 

February 9, 1899. 



No. 1868-1898. 
Albert S. Phipps, Farraqut, Iowa, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 

Complaint filed July 16, 1897, 



Petition for oven iarm crossing. 



DECISION OF commissioners. 

The complainant in this case, Mr. Albert S. Phipps, in a letter of date July 15, 
1897, stated in substance that he was the owner of the east half of the northwest 
quarter of section 8, township 68, range 40, one mile east of Farragut, Fremont 
county, Iowa; that the Red Oak and Nebraska City branch of the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy Railroad company runs in a southwesterly direction through 
the northwest corner of his farm, cutting off a small strip of land from the main 
portion of his farm, upon which are located his buildings; that a public road is 
located adjoining his farm on the north, which he wishes to reach from his build- 
ings situated south of the railway by way of an open crossing across the right of 
way and track of said railway. 

The matter was taken up by the board with the respondent company, and Mr. 
C. M. Levey, superintendent Iowa lines, answered substantially that Mr. Phipps 
was already provided with an ordinary farm crossing with'gates; that he also had 
easy access to the public highway without crossing the right of way of the railway 
company; that the open crossing desired would only be eighty feet west of his 
present crossing and 600 feet west of the public crossing; that the railroad 
company did not regard the circumstances to be such that an open crossing was 
necessary for complainant; that the same would be very objectionable on account 
of its close proximity to the open highway crossing, inasmuch as it would unnec- 
essarily expose the train and the public to the increased peril from obstructions 
and cattle upon the tracks and in the cattle guards. 

A member of the commission, after due notice to all parties, visited the local- 
ity in question on July 1, 1898, where he met the complainant, Mr. Phipps, and 
Mr. W. L. Breokenridge, engineer, who represented the railroad company. 

The facts as found to exist were substantially as stated by the complainant in 
his petition, and by the railroad company in its answer. It was found that Mr. 
Phipps' dwelling house and outbuildings are located to the west of the center of 
his farm; that his present egress to the public highway is along the west edge of 
his cornfield, north to the right of way of the railroad company, thence easterly 
until the right of way fence strikes the public road* adjoining the north line 
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of Mr. Phipps' farm, which point is about 33 rods west from the east line of said 
farm; that the parcel of land belonging to Mr. Phipps on the north side of the 
railway is quite small, probably one to two acres, and an ordinary farm crossing 
at grade, with planks and gates, has been provided to connect the same with that 
portion of the farm lying on the south side of the railway. It was stated by Mr. 
Phipps, however, that this farm crossing is located near a slough that runs 
through his farm in a northerly direction, and that during wet weather it was 
nearly or quite impassable. The complainant desires the open crossing at a point 
on the line of railway directly north of his dwelling house, thus making an open 
egress to the public highway heretofore described. 

The commissioners have given this matter careful consideration, and without 
determining the question of the right of land owners, under proper conditions, 
to insist 'On 'open farm crossings, have reached the conclusion that from all the 
conditions and circumstances surrounding this case, they would not be justified 
in making any order herein. Mr. Phipps already has comparatively easy access to 
the public highway on his own land, and without crossing the right of way of the 
railway company; it is the same highway 'he would reach were an open farm 
crossing provided as petitioned for. 

It may be suggested that if the railroad company would slightly move its wing 
fences at the public crossing, it would make an easier turn for Mr. Phipps at the 
point where he now enters the highway from his own land. 

Des Moines, Iowa, September 14, 1898. 



No. 1869—1898. 
Corey Coal Company, Lehigh, 



Crooked Creek Railroad and Coal 
Company. 



Discrimination in furnisbing cars^ and 
svritcbing charges. 



Complaint filed November 4, 1897. 

DECISION OF COMMISSIONERS. 

On the 4th of November, 1897, Mr. Frank Corey, for the Corey Coal company, 
filed before the commission a complaint, the substance of which was that the 
Crooked Creek Railroad and Coal company refused to transfer Chicago & North- 
western cars from the Mason City & Fort Dodge railroad to the coal mines oper- 
ated by the complainants and situated on the line of the Crooked Creek Railroad 
and Coal company, and that complainants did not receive their proportion or fair 
share of the oars used by said railroad and coal company, and that they were 
being discriminated against by said railroad and coal company, to their great 
damage and injury; that subsequently Mr. Corey made an additional complaint 
against the same railroad and coal company, alleging that it refused to deliver 
coal in carload lots to the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad company, and when 
delivery of coal in carload lots is made, that the railroad and coal company exacts 
a charge of $5 per car therefor, and that in compelling complainants to 
pay such charge they were unable to compete with other coal dealers at points 
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situated on the Mason City & Fort Dodfi^e and the Chicago & North- Western 
railways, where said ooal was being shipped by complainants; and stating that on 
account of the unreasonable demands of the railroad and ooal company and the 
switching charge aforesaid, the product of complainants' coal mine is being dis- 
criminated against, and he asks the railroad commlEsloners to investigate the 
same and make such order therein as will compel the railroad and coal company 
to furnish complainants their fair ehare or proportion of cars used upon said line 
of railway, and that it be obliged and compelled to ship their coal upon the same 
terms and conditions that it performs like services for other patrons of said rail- 
road and coal company, and that the said railroad and coal company be ordered 
to cease all digcrimination against said complainants. 

To these several complaints, and the allegations thereof, the Crooked Creek 
Railroad and Coal company answered, denying that it had failed to furnish its 
fair proportion of cars to the complainants, and averring that the charge for the 
switching of cars from complainants' mines to the Mason City & Ft. Dodge rail- 
road was reasonable, and denying that it had in any way discriminated against 
the complainants or the business in which they were engaged. 

On the 30bh day of December, 1897, at Fort Dodge, the commission held 
a hearing, at which time all of the parties were present and an investigation 
there had in regard to the shortage of cars, and whether or not complainants had 
received their fair proportion thereof, and subsequently thereto at Webster City 
on the 10th day of March, 1898, another hearing was had before the commission- 
ers, at which time all of the parties interested therein were present, in regard to 
the question of the right of the railroad and coal company to charge com- 
plainants $5 per car, or any other sum, for the switching and handling of 
cars from complainants' mines to the Mason City & Ft. Dodge railroad. 

The Crooked Creek Railroad and Coal company is a corporation operating 
about twenty-three miles of railway, the principal line thereof being between 
Webster City and Lshigh, a distance of about seventeen miles; that at Webster 
City it has rail connections with the Illinois Central acd the Chicago & North- 
western railways, and at Lehigh with the Mason City & Ft. Dodge railroad; that 
it also is engaged in the operation of a coal mine situated at or near Lehigh, and 
adjoining the coal mines of complainants; that side or switching tracks are con- 
structed and maintained to each of said coal mines, owned by the railroad and 
ooal company and the complainants, and that the same are used by the railroad 
and ooal company in the handling of the product of said mines; that said side 
tracks are not used by any other railway company except the Crooked Creek 
Bailroad and Coal company; that said railroad and coal company owns about 
twenty-two freight oars, and that coal, wood and grain constitute the principal 
part of the freight handled upon said line of railway; that most of the coal 
handled and hauled over this line of railway is in cars of other railway com- 
panies; that the coal mined from the mines operated by complainants, and 
the one operated by the railroad and coal company, is sold in many instances at 
competitive points, and, therefore, comes directly in competition with each other; 
that the railway line of this railroad and coal company is constructed and 
operated along and over heavy grades, and that there are numerous bridges 
along the line of said railway; that on account of the condition of the roadbed, 
f^rades and bridges thereof, the operating expenses are much greater than those 
of an ordinary railway company. 
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From the evideDce submitted by the railway company, and from the knowledgfe 
that the oommissionerB have in regard thereto, we are inclined to believe that 
we would not be jastifled in making any order requiring said railroad and coal 
company to procure or purchase additional cars or operating equipment. We are 
unable to say, from the showing made by the respective parties, that the com- 
plainants herein have been discriminated against, so far as it is claimed that the 
railroad and coal company has failed to furnish them their proportion of 
the cars used upon this line of railway. We believe, however, that all reasonable 
orders for cars, under the circumstances of this case, given by the complainants, 
should be fairly and impartially observed and complied with by the railroad and 
coal company. Where there is a shortage of cars, or any other obstacle in 
the way of extending to the complainants ample opportunity to dispose of the 
product of their coal mines, it would, in our opinion, naturally create in their 
minds a suspicion, at least, that such inability on the part of the railroad and 
coal company to furnish the necessary cars, or any other acts of omission or com- 
mission on the part of the railway company ,would be an attempt to and be treated 
by complainants as discrimination against them and the product of their mines. 

We believe that much of the trouble that has arisen between this railroad and 
•coal company, and the complainants herein, has been caused by and on account 
of the respondent company being a competitor of complainaats in the coal busi- 
ness. This controversy has been a source of annoyance and trouble between 
these parties for a number of years, it having been before the board of rail- 
road commissioners several times during that period, and we are not sure 
that any decision that we may be able to reach in this matter will be satisfactory 
to both or either of the parties thereto. 

After the first hearing it appears, from the testimony taken at the subsequent 
hearing, that the railroad company came to the conclusion that for all cars loaded 
at complainants' mines and delivered to the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad 
company, a charge of $5 per car should be made therefor, which was designated 
by said company as a switching charge. It was disclosed upon this hearing that 
if this charge of $5 per car was enforced against the product of complainants' 
mines, that they would be unable to compete with other coal dealers living along 
the lines of the Mason City & Ft. Dodge and Chicago & North- Western com- 
panies, to which points complainants were then shipping coal. It was conceded 
on the part of the railroad and coal company at such hearing that no other patron 
of the road or shipper thereon, either of coal or any other product or class of 
merchandise, was required to pay a switching charge upon or to the Crooked 
Creek Railroad and Coal company. The question of the reasonableness of this 
charge so far as it relates to the actual value of the services thus performed, was 
urged upon the part of the railroad and coal company as being reasonable on 
account of the distance that said cars were handled and the character of the 
grade over which such cars were operated. 

We are not prepared to say at this time whether the switching charge of $5 
per car, under the circumstances, is a reasonable one or not, for the reason that 
the conclusion which we have reached, it does not become necessary at this time 
to pass upon this question. The evidence and statements of the parties before 
the commission show that many carloads of merchandise are handled by the 
Crooked Creek Railroad and Coal company and switched from its line to that of 
other lines with which it has connecting tracks and that no charge is made 
therefor. 
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Seotion 2125 of the code provides, among other things, that it shall be unlaw- 
ful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of this chapter, to make or 
give any preference or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, cor- 
poration or locality or any particular description of traffic in any respect what- 
soever, or subject any jierson, company, firm, corporation or locality or any 
particular description of traffic, to any prejudice or disadvantage in any respect 
whatsoever, but this shall not be construed to prevent any common carrier from 
giving preference as *to time of shipment of live stock, uncured meats or other 
perishable property. All common carriers subject to the provisions of this chap- 
ter shall, according to their respective powers, afford all reasonable, projier and 
equal facilities for the interchange of traffic between their respective lines and 
for the receiving, forwarding and switching of cars and for the receiving, for- 
warding and delivery of passengers and property to and from their several lines 
and to and from their lines and places connected therewith, and shall not dis- 
criminate in their accommodations, rates and charges batween such connecting 
lines. 

We are of the opinion tbat, under and within the provisions of this law, a 
charge by the railway company for the switching or transfer of cars either to or 
from the coal mines of complainants and the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad 
company would be discriminating against both the complainants and the product 
of said mines. There is no showing, so far as the record discloses, that would, in 
any way, entitle the railway company to charge complainants herein for the 
switching of cars to and from the mines of complainants, where no charge is made 
to other shippers or patrons of the line of railway for similar service. We hava 
taken into consideration the distance of the switching of these cars, together 
with the grade and necessary power and labor in the handling and transfer 
thereof, but we cannot, under the plain provisions of the statute heretofore 
quoted, conceive of any reason why $5 per car should be charged to the complain- 
ants for switching and no charge whatever made to other shippers and patrons of 
said railroad and coal company. The fact that the railroad company may have a 
joint traffic agreement regarding other products delivered by it to the Mason 
City & Fort Dodge Railroad company, for which the said Crooked Creek Railroad 
and Coal company received its proportion of the through rate, would not, in our 
opinion, justify or warrant the railway company in making a switching or trans- 
fer charge against the complainants or the product of their mines. 

We, therefore, have reached the conclusion that the Crooked Creek Railroad 
and Coal company has not the right or authority to charge the complainants $5 
per car, or any other sum, for the switching or transfer of the cars of the com- 
plainants from their mines to the Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad company's 
tracks, so long as no charge is made against any other shipper or patron of the 
railway company for similar service, that is, for the switching or transferring of 
cars either to the Mason City & Fort Dodge railroad or to any other of the con- 
necting lines of said railway. 

It is, therefore, ordered and determined by the board of railroad commission- 
ers that said Crooked Creek Railroad and Coal company shall cease making any 
charge or exacting of complainants any compensation whatever for the switching 
or transfer of cars for complainants to or from their mines and the tracks of the 
Mason City & Fort Dodge Railroad company. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 19, 1898. 
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No. 1870—1898. 

A. RUCHTE AND OTHERS, 



The Turkey River & West Union 
Branch of the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St Paul Railway Co. 



Complaint asking for additional 
train service. 



• 

For some considerable time there has been pending before the board of rail- 
road commissioners a general complaint against the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul Railway company, made by residents of different towns along the branch of 
this railway between atd including Turkey River Junction and West Union, aod 
including the traveling salesmen having occasion to transact business along tt is 
line, as well as the Dubuque jobbers, wholesalers and manufacturers. 

The complaint is made by numerous petitions as well as correspondence. As 
the petitions are substantially the same except the signatures thereto and the 
names of the towi;s th( rein, it will only be necessary to incorporate one of the 
petitions in order to get a general understanding of the grounds of complaint 
therein made. The petition setting forth the cooo plaint is substantially as fol- 

lOWh*. 

*' We, the undersigned residents of Osterdock, Iowa, one of the stations on the 
Turkey River and West Union branch, extending from Turkey River Junction, 
in Clayton county, Iowa, to West Union, Fayette county, Iowa, hereby invoke 
the assistance of your honorable board for the procurement of a first clas3 daily 
pasEenger service each way between the above named terminal of said Turkey 
River branch of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway, and in support of 
this application your petitioners reepectfuUy represent that said branch of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway existing is traveled over entirely by w( st 
bound passengers from Turkey River Junction and all points north and south and 
east of said junction whose destination is West Union or points beyond, situated 
on other lines of railroad connecting with said Chicago, Milwaukee 6c St. Paul 
railway at West Union, and also by east bound passengers traveling from West 
Union or any of the other poin s last referred to, to any of the points 
first referred to; that the only accommodation now furnished to the 
traveling public by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St Paul' Railway company on 
said Turkey River branch of its road, is afforded by a train which carries 
freight as well as passengers. The latter being thereby subjected to the 
delays necessarily incident to the travel upon trains which are wholly or partly 
employed in the freight traffic, that the facilities for travel thus afforded are 
greatly inadequate, that the travc 1 over and upon said branch is so extensive that 
the convenience and proper accommodation of the traveling public requires, and 
the passenger travel upon the branch fully warrants, a daily passenger service 
each way on said branch by a train employed in the carrying of passengers. 
Therefore your petitioners respectfully request that your honorable board take 
such action in the premises as will insure an early equipment of said Turkey 
River branch of the Chicago, Milwaukee & Sh. Paul railway, with a first-class 
passenger train to run daily each way between the towns on the branch. Respect- 
fully submitted." 

Copies of all petitions and correspondence relating to this complaint were at 
onoe sent to the railway company with the request tliat if upon investigation, it 
should be found that the business upon this branch would warrant and justify it, 
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that the patrons along this line should receive better train service and that an 
additional passenger train be at once put upon this branch as requested by the 
petitioners. The railway company in reply tliereto in due time submitted a 
statement showing the passenger earnings on this line, and claiming that the past 
as well as the present experience of the railway company, would not permit them 
to operate the additional train without a loss. After an examination of the state- 
ments submitted by the railway company and the claim made by the jietitioners, 
it became apparent to the board that an amicable ad j astment could not be reached, 
and after giving all parties reasonable notice, the commission made a personal 
in8i)ection of the line and stopped at each and all of the towns making complaint 
and gave all parties who cared to be heard, an opportunity respecting any com- 
plaint which they might have against the sarvice, as well as any other grouads 
of complaint. Many business men at each town met the board and the railway 
officials and stated their reasons for asking the additional train service, and at 
West Union a very large number of the citizen? were present. Dr. L. Fuller, C. B 
Minchner and Thoa. L. Green were selected to represent th<=: citizens of that 
town. It was vigorously contended on the part of each that when the railroad 
was constructed, that upon the payment of a 5 i)er cent tax upon the property 
of the township in which West Union is situated, the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul railway would give them a flrst-class railway service upon this line, and that 
the railway company received from this township about $34^000 from such tax. It 
was contended that this was a valid agreement and was one which the public 
might enforce against the railway company. We do not pass upon this branch 
of the case at this time. Another ground of complaint tha*; was urged with a good 
deal of force by the people of West Union, was that the manner in which the 
trains had been operated gave those along the line of this railway no opportunity 
to visit West Union, which is the county seat of Fayette county, and transact 
business and return the same day. It wa<3 contended that, as a rule, this train 
reached West Union late, and at once, or as soon as the engine and cars could be 
turned, started on its east bound trip. An inspection was made of the arrival and 
departure of this train as shown by the train sheet kept by the railway company 
at this point and an inspection was alto made of the coach that was us ad upon this 
branch for the carrying of pass sogers. The board at once suggested to the 
officials of the railway company that a better coach and a longer time at West 
Union should be given the public without any unnecessary delay. It was sug- 
gested that in the future operation of this train that it should bs provided with 
air brakes and that at least a passenger coach and a smoker and a baggage car, 
each to be of good and suitable character for the carriage of passengers and 
baggage, should be attached to each train operated thereon, but that the last 
named car might be a combination car; that in the operation of said train between 
West Union and Turkey River Junction, the coach, passenger and baggage cars 
should be pulled up to and alongside of the platforms at each station, so that 
passengers might with safety and convenience pass to and from said coaches and 
that in the operation of such trains the employes thereof should have due care 
and regard for the safety, comfort and convenience of passengers thereon; that 
aaid railway company in the future should, in formulating and publishing the 
time table therefor and in the future operation of said trains between the points 
■aforesaid, have due regard for the safety and convenience of passengers carried 
upon said trains and that the length of time between the arrival and departure 
of said trains at West Union, as fixed by the schedule or time table then in use. 
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which shows the arriyal of said trains to be about 11 o'clock a. m., and their 
departure therefrom to be about 3 o'clock P. M., should not be substantially 
lessened, and if it could be reasonably done the time should be extended. These 
requests, as we understand it, have been substantially complied with on the part 
of the railway company and much of the complaint of the people of West Union 
and other stations along^ the line is thereby lessened and {greatly decreased. On 
account of the death of one of the members of the board who made the personal 
investigfation of this line of railway and the complaint for additional service 
provided thereon, no public announcement or decision has been reached; that 
subsequently and upon the reorganization of this board, a second personal 
investigation has been made by the board of railroad commissioners; that in msk- 
ing this inspection, the passenger as well as the freight earnings of each town 
along the line of this railway, together with the arrival and departure of trains 
at each town was carefully investigated and ascertained. 

Subsequent to the filing of the petitions herein, containing the complaints 
against said railway company, this board has received what* might be termed 
tK>unter petitions or remonstrances by many of the live stock dealers residing and 
doing business along this line of railway, aeklng the board not to interfere in any 
way with the present operation of freight trains carrying live stock to the Chi- 
cago and Milwaukee markets. From an investigation on this branch of the 
industry and products, the board is of the opinion that the live stock and dairy 
interests furnish the greater proportion of the earnings of this railway, that it 
could not well change or modify the operation of these freight trains respecting 
the carrying of the live stock and dairy interests and other perishable property, 
without a great detriment, not only to the railway company but to the stock rais- 
ers and shippers and dairy interests in these different localities along the line of 
this railway. At the last investigation and inspection that was made by the 
board a hearing was granted to the jobbers, wholesalers and manufacturers of 
Dubuque and their complaint was heard, many of the jobbers and wholesalers 
appearing at such meeting. During the different investigations had respectirg 
this matter, it may be well here to note that, with but very few exceptions, no 
jobber or other interested party insisted that the board should make an order 
requiring an additional train upon this branch, if in its opinion the earnings of 
the line would not jaetify such ad ditionar expense. 

This line of railway is about fifty-six miles in length, it traverses a rich and 
productive country, but the roadbed, by reason of the uneven topography of the 
country, is necessarily an expensive one. Many bridges and sharp and numerous 
curves and grades exist thereon. Within the last few years the railway company 
has greatly improved the bridges and culverts upon this line as well as the roadbed 
thereof; from the showing made by the company and submitted to the board it 
appears that a large expenditure has necessarily been made thereon. The board 
has had to contend, in the investigation of this case, with the same diflftculty that 
it has encountered in many other cases of similar character. That is, to appor- 
tion as nearly as may be, the earnings of the through business in and out upon 
this line. The live stock and dairy interests, which we have stated is a very 
large one, originating upon this line, compared with other commodities, is 
principally sold and delivered at Chicago. 

We have not, and will not attempt at this time, to make an approximate esti- 
mate or apportion the exclusive earnings of this line compared with the grcss- 
earnings originating upon and received upon this line, and what proportion and 
amount thereof should be credited thereto. That on account of the dlfl&culty 
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experienced by the board in respect thereto, it has been suggested to the railway 
company that in order to aid and assist the board in reaching a more definite and 
satisfactory conclusion, and to the end that the differences between the complain- 
ants and the railway company be ascertained and demonstrated as nearly as may 
be, that the railway company operate an exclusive passenger train upon the 
branch daily each way, except Sundays, for the period of ninety days, and that 
the passenger earnings thereof be reported to the board at the end of each month. 

The railway company, in compliance with this request and to the end that 
these questions in controversy may be better demonstrated, or as nearly as may 
be, have consented to operate an additional passenger train upon this branch. It 
is, however, directed and requested by the board that the present operation and 
movement of freight trains, as now scheduled, shall not be interfered with or 
substantially changed; that it is suggested to the railway company that this addi- 
tional passenger train be operated and go into service from and after the 12th 
day of March, 1899, and be operated as aforesaid, for the space of ninety days^ 
and that in the operation of this train it shall leave Turkey River Junction in the 
morning upon the arrival of its through passenger trains at that point north 
bound, reaching West Union as early as practicable thereafter, remaining at 
West Union until such time as it may be neces-ary to return to Turkey River 
Junction, in order to make connection with its through passenger trains south 
bound at that point. With these suggestions this case will remain in its pres- 
ent condition until the board is better informed respecting the passenger earn- 
ings of this additional train. 

Des Moines, Iowa, March 4, 1899. 



No. 1871-1898. 

McCaull-Webstbr Grain Company, ' 
Minneapolis, Minn., 

V. 



Refysal to receive and forward 
freight. 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. 
Complaint filed March 14, 1898. 

DECISION OF commissioners. 

During the month of March, 1898, the McCauU- Webster Grain comp&ny, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., complained of the action of the Illinois Central Railroad 
company, alleging that it refused to ship a certain carload of corn at Manson, 
Iowa, billed to C. C. Crowl, at Leland, Iowa, care of the Minneapolis & St. Louis 
Railroad company at Fort Dodge, Iowa. 

Thereafter, on the 6th day of April, eald complainants, by^ and through their 
attorneys. Granger & Bennett, filed with the commission a pdtition as follows: 

Before the railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa. 

THI McOAUUi-WSBSTBB GBAIN OOMPANT 1 

V. I Petition, 

II4LINOI8 OiNTBAL Railroad Oompant. J 

Oomes now the petitioner, the McOanll-Webster Grain company, and for complaint 
against the Illinois Central Railroad company says that petitioner is a corporation, engaged 
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in the bnsiiiess of bnyiiis and telling grain, with itf principal place of business In the city of 
MinneajKills, Minn. That the Illinois Central Railroad company is a corporation, engaged as 
a railroad company in the transportation of freight and passengers in and through the state 
of Iowa, with its line of railway passing through and between the town of Hanson and the 
city of Fort Dodge, Iowa. That about March 15, 1896, or shortly prior thereto, the petitioner 
herein loaded a car of corn at Manson, Iowa, and tendered the same to the Illinois Central 
Railroad company at said Manson with the request that the said railroad company bill and 
ship the said carload of corn to 0. C. Orowl, at Lei and, Iowa, care of the Minneapolis A St. 
Louis Railroad company at Fort Dodge, Iowa. Petitioner further alleges that the said rail- 
road refused and still refuses to so receiye, bill and ship the said carload of corn. 

Wherefore your petitioner asks that a date be set for a hearing herein, that such hearing 
be had, and that further orders herein be made by this boud requiring and directing the 
said Illinois Central Railroad company to receive, bill and ship the said corn, as requested 

by this petitioner. 

(Signed) Orangib A Bxnnstt, 

AtlomeyBfor PetiUorurt MeCauU- fTebsttr Grain Company. 

The board set a date for the hearing^ thereof — April 11, 1898— at whioh time 
all of the parties interested therein appeared at the office of the commit sion, at 
Des Moines, Iowa. Mr. McCaull, together with his attorney, Mr. Granger, 
appeared in behalf of the complainants, and the Hon. J. F. Duncombe, Mr.. M. C. 
Markham and Mr. F. E. Munger, appeared far and in behalf of the Illinois Cen- 
tral Hailroad company. 

At such hearing the respondent, the railroad company, filed the following 
answer to the petition of complainants: 

Before the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa. 
MoOaull-Wsbstxb Grain oompant 1 

V. 1- Anau^er. 

iLIilNOIS OiNTBAL RAILROAD OOMPANT. 

Subject to the question of jurisdiction and expressly reserylng that question, the Illinois 
Oentral Railroad company for answer to the petition herein, says: 

fYrst.— Defendant denies the allegations in the petition except as herein admitted. 

Second.— Defendant admits the allegations of the petition in relation to the corporate 
capacity alleged in the petition, and admits it is engaged in the business of railroad trans- 
portation as alleged in the petition. 

T^ird.— Defendant admits the loading of the car of corn at Manson, Iowa, which it says 
was first consigned to plaintiffs at Forest Oity, Iowa, and afterwards changed by direction of 
the plaintiff to a consignment to 0. 0. Orowl, Leland, Iowa; but defendant says that said con- 
signment and place of destination was fictitious, the real destination being Duluth, 
Minn., and said consignments were made by collusion of said plaintiff and the Minne- 
apolis & St. Louis Railroad company to deprive this defendant of its rights, and the proper 
and legitimate amount due it for its share of the revenue as agreed upon under the Joint 
tariff hereto attached, and a contract made when said joint tariff was adopted. 

Fourt/i.— Defendant, for farther answer, states that the said shipment was in fact a ship- 
mantof interstate commerce, over which this commission has no Jurisdiction. 

(Signed) J. F. Dunoombi, 

Attorney for D^endant. 

Manson is a station situated on the Illinois Central Railroad company's line, 
west of Fort Dodge about nineteen miles; Leland is a station situated on the Min- 
neapolis & St. Louis Railroad company's line, about seventy-five miles north of 
Fort Dddge. 

The testimony shows without contradiction that at the time the car of oorn 
was tendered to the Illinois Central Railroad company at Manson there was then 
in force a traffic agreement between the Illinois Central Railroad company and 
the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad company, but the precise terms and stipu- 
lations of said agreement were not shown upon said hearing. It was not 
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cLisputed that the Illinois Central Railroad company, under said ageement, was 
entitled to a pro rata share of the through rate on traffic received by the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad company from the line of the Illinois Central 
Railroad company destined to points without the state of Iowa. It was disclosed 
at this hearing that for some time shortly prior to the refusal by the Illinois 
Central Railroad company to receive this car, the complainants herein had 
offered to and was received and shipped by the Illinois Central Railroad company, 
«t stations along its line, carloads of grain billed to points along the line of the 
Minneapdlis & St. Louis Railroad company within the state; but subsequently, 
and without any change being made of said cars, or the merchandise contained 
therein, they were rebllled aad shipp3d to points outside of the state of Iowa, the 
•destinations of which were Minneapolis and Duluth, Minn. 

The contention of the Illinois Central Railroad company at this hearing was 
that the car in question was destined to either Minneapolis or Duluth, and that 
the billing tendered or designated by the complainants was not truly stated, and 
that the shipment of said car was an interstate shipment, and that the board of 
railroad commissioners of this state had no jurisdiction thereof. 

The testimony, so far as it related to the car in question at the time that 
it was tendered to the Illinois Central Railroad company by the complainant, we 
think satisfactorily established that it was a state shipment destined to a point 
within the state, to-wit, Laland, which is a station on the line of the Minneapolis 
•& Sb. Louis Railroad company, and was not an interstate shipment; but it was 
further disclosed, and not seriously controverted by the complainants, that this 
<car in question, prior to the time of the hearing before the commissioners, had 
actually been delivered by James Harper & Co., the firm from whom complainants 
claimed they had purchased said car, to another consignee, by whom the ssbid car 
had been shipped and delivered at Fort Dodge, Iowa. If we are correct in reach- 
ing this conclusion, then we balieve that, so far as this car in controversy is con- 
cerned, we have no jurisdiction of the subject matter, and our findings would 
therefore be in favor of the Illinois Central Railroad company. 

It may be obssrved, however, that so far as the conduct of the parties hereto 
appeared, from the testimony before the commissioners, it seems that there has 
been heretofore an attempt to transfer carloads of grain from the Illinois Central 
railroad to the Minneapolis & St. Louis railroad for the purpose either of evad- 
ing or avoiding the contract aforesaid, which the two companies had entered into, 
or for some- other 'purpose, and that the Illinois Central Railroad company, in 
attempting to prevent the violation of this contract may have issued orders in 
regard to the reception of grain by it from complainants or consigned to com- 
plainants, which are too general and sweeping in their character to meet the 
approval of this board. No order should be given by the Illinois Central Railroad 
company, and no such order would meet the approval of this board that would 
prevent in any way the shipment of merchandise tendered in good faith to the 
Illinois Central Railroad company, destined to any points within the state of 
Iowa, and if the Illinois Central Railroad company has given such orders we 
believe that it is its plain duty to withdraw the same and permit complainants 
or any other shipper within the state, in good faith, to ship merchandise 
received along its line, destined to any point within the state, without objection 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 20, 1898. 
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No 1872—1898. 
TowNSEND & Merrill, Cedar Falls, 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. 
C^mplftint filed March 26, 1898. 



Site for warehouse. Termination oi 
lease. 



DECISION OF COMMISSIONERS. 

Townsend & Merrill, of Cedar Falls, abDut the 24th day of March, 1898, by let- 
ter complained of the Illinois Central Railroad company on account of a certain 
notice ^iven the complainaats asking the terminating of a certain lease made by 
aod between the Illinois Central Railroad company and Townsend & Merrill^ 
which notice is as follows: 

To Townund A MerriU: 

You are hereby notified that the Illiaols Central Railroad company elects to terminate 
your tenancy, created by a lease from said company to you, of the premises lying and being 
in Cedar Falls, Black Hawk county, Iowa, known, bounded and described as follows, to-wit: 

Beginning at the intersection of the line of the west end of the station house produced 
with the south line of the station grounds of the Illinois Central Railroad company, thence 
westerly along said south line of station grounds five hundred and sixty (560) feet, thence 
northerly at right angles to said south line of station grounds, one hundred thirty (130) feet, 
thence easterly parallel with the center line of south side track and seven (7) feet distance 
therefrom five hundred ninety (500) feet, thence southerly to place of beginning. 

And you are further hereby notified to quit and deliyer up possession of said premises 
to said company on or before the 7th day of May, A. D. 1888, and that in the event of your 
failure to do so legal proceedings will be taken to eject you therefrom. 

Dated this 8d day of March, A. D. 1888. 

(Signed) Thi Illinois Central Railroad Company. 

By J. T. Harahan, 

Second Vict-FretidenU 

After taking: this matter up with the railroad company and ascertaininjif that 
no amicable arrang^ement or agreement could be reached between the parties 
thereto the commissioners fixed April 12^ 1898, at Cedar Falls, for a hearing of 
said complaint, all of the parties interested therein having notice thereof, and 
on that day a hearing was had. Upon this hearing it was disclosed by the state- 
ments and testimony introduced before the commissioners that Townsend & Mer- 
rill were then occupying certain portion of the station grounds of the Illinois 
Central Railroad company at Cedar Falls under and by virtue of a written lease; 
that under the terms and conditions of said lease Townsend & Merrill had the 
right to occupy said premises therein described until the Ist day of October, 1898, 
but that said lease contained a stipulation and agreement that the said lease 
might be terminated by the Illinois Central Railroad company upon giving thirty 
days' notice, in writing, to the lessees. It was further disclosed at said hearing^ 
that the real origin of the trouble existing between the railroad company and the 
complainants was on account of the claim made by the railroad company that the 
complainants unnecessarily and unreasonably detained and kept the cars of the 
railroad company, and refused to unload the same so that the railroad company 
might have the use thereof; it was shown that many times cars were kept by the 
complainants for ten or twelve days at a time and sometimes even longer, and when 
such cars were demanded by the railroad company that complainants refused to 
deliver same for the reason that other railway companies allowed shippers the 
use of cars for that length of time and even longer. 
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At Bald hearinfir the oomplainants were represented by Mr. Merrill of the firm, 
and the respondents were represented by Hon. W. J. Knightj solicitor, F. B. 
Harrlman, superintendent, and W. S. Benson, commeroial a^ent. 

We have reached the conclusion in this case that it is not a matter that the 
board of railroad commissioners have jurisdiction of, for the reason that the 
parties have entered into a contract in writing, and one of the condiiions and 
terms of this contract is that the railroad company shall have the right to termi- 
nate the lease upon giving thirty days' notice. We think that this is not an 
unreasonable stipulation under the circumstances in this case, the complainants 
being required to pay no rental for the use of the premises in question, and we 
believe that the railroad company should have the right to terminate a lease of 
that kind if it should find that the person to whom it had leased its grounds was 
in any way preventing it from performing its duty as a common carrier to the 
public. We do not wish to be understood as holding that complainants have, 
by their conduct, interfered with the railway company to that extent, but use this 
only as an illustration to show the reasonableness of such a contract. 

It is not within the province of this commission, as we view it, to pass upon 
and determine the rights of the parties to a contract. If Townsend & Merrill saw 
fit to enter into this contract, and they were not imposed upon by fraud or decep- 
tion, then we are unable to see why we should undertake to eliminate one pro- 
vision of this contract where we have no authority to pass upon or question the 
right or authority of the railway company and the complainants to enter into and 
make such a contract. Clearly the complainants had a right to make this con- 
tract with the railway company, and having made it, we see no way by which 
the commission can interfere with the enforcement thereof. 

. We do not hold in this case that we have no right or jurisdiction to pass upon 
the right of the shipper to occupy the station grounds of a railway company, but 
we only hold that where the railway company and the shipper have entered into 
a lawful contract, that we have no power or authority to interfere therein. 

Des Moines, Iowa, April 19, 1808. 



No. 1873—1898. 
W. C. Smith, et al., Lockridgb, 



V. 



» Petition for aide track at Coalport. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 

Complaint filed April 14, 1898. 

DECISION of commissioners. 

The above named complainants, by a proper application, ask the board of 
railroad commissioners to compel the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
company to construct and maintain on its line of railway at a point known as 
Coalport, a side track suitable for the purpose of placing thereon cars to be loaded 
with coal by complainants from their coal mines, situated about a mile therefrom. 
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This complaint was by the board submitted to the railroad company by corre- 
spondence, and the board being unable to bring about an amicable adjustment 
thereof, fixed the 10th day of June, 1808, at Lockridge, for a hearing thereof, 
notice of which was given both to the CDmplainants and the railway company. 

At the time and place fixed by the board for such hearing, both of the inter- 
ested parties thereto appeared before the commission. The complainants at such 
hearing were represented by Hon. H. H. Brighton, and the railway company by 
its superintendent, Mr. C. M. Levey. 

At this hearing the testimony of W. G. Smith, A. 6. Smith, and an affidavit of 
J. T. McGregor, were introduced on the part of complainants, and the testimony 
of Mr. Levey was taken on the part of the railway company. Subsequently Mr. 
Brighton submitted a written argument sdtting forth the claim of the complain- 
ants, and in this argument Mr. Brighton, on behalf of the complainants, very 
ably and exhaustively discusses all of the qaestions that are involved in the con- 
troversy between the complainan's and the railway company. The railway com- 
pany have also submitted a statement of its position. 

It was disclosed at the hearing that if a side track was maintained at Coal- 
port it would be about one and one-fourth miles nearer the coal mines than 
Lookridge station, which is the nearest railway station at present to the mines of 
complainants. It was further shown that for years prior hereto a side track was 
maintained at Coalport, but for the last ten or tt^elve years the same has been 
removed by the railway company. 

, It was also shown by the testimony of the witnesses examined that so far as 
their knowledge extended that during the time the side track was constructed 
and used by the railway company at this point, no accident had occurred thereat. 

The further fact was established that there is at and about thess mines quite a 
large quantity of coal that can be successfully mined, and that the coal mines 
extend over quite a territory in and about the placs where complainants' mines 
are located, and that the quality of this coal is good. 

It was further disclosed that the owners" or lessees of said mines were now 
furnishing a large quantity of coal under a contract to the state institution 
locjbted at Mt. Pleasant, Iowa; that at present all coal taken from these mines to 
the railway station at Lockridge is by team and wagon, a distance of about or 
nearly two miles; that the public highway over which the coal is obliged to be 
transported by wagoa is broken, uneven, and at times daring the rainy seasons of 
the year it is almost impassable. 

It was farther shown upon this hearing that if the coal could be conveyed 
directly from the mines to Coalport, that the distance would not only be greatly 
decreased and shortened, but that the character of the roadway, at all seasons of 
the year, would be much better and greatly improved, and that this coal could be 
more readily and with less expense conveyed from the mines of complainants to 
Coalport, and that the product of the mines, by reason thereof, could be placed 
upon the market at a less expense and to a greater advantage to the owners or 
lessees thereof. 

It also appears from the evidence and facts submitted and observed by the 
commissioners at this hearing that the stations of Lockridge and Glendale on the 
line of the Chicago, Burlington & Qulncy Railroad company are only three and 
one-half miles apart and that Coalport, where complainants ask to have this side 
track constructed, is between these two stations. 

It was also shown upon the hearing, in behalf of the company, that a much 
greater number of trains were being operated at this time, and would necessarily be 
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in the future, both ways upon this line of railway, than at the time when this side 
track was in use by the company some years ago, and that this side track was 
removed by the railway company because and on account of the extra hazard and 
danger that may be occasioned and attendant upon maintalnlDg side tracks upon 
a main line of railway, where there is no person in charge thereof. 

In considering this case we have examined with care all of the questions pre- 
sented by Mr. Brighton in behalf of the complainants. While it is contended by 
the complainants that unless this side track is coEstructed at this point, it will 
greatly embarrass and perhaps in some instances prevent the owners or lessees of 
this mine from marketing their coal and successfully competing with other coal 
dealers whose mines are more fortunately situated, and that during all the time 
this gide track was in operation no accident occurred, yet we feel that other 
questions and other considerations should be considered as well, in this case. 

It must be conceded that in this case, that the location of the complainant's 
mines, in relation to this railroad, is most unfortunate for complainants. It 
would have been much better if complainant's mines were adjacent or contiguous 
to this or some other line of railway. We have no power or authority conferred 
upon us to interfere so far as compelling a railway company to extend its line to 
this mine It is beyond the power of the board to change the location of the 
mines, hence we are called upon to deal with this question and determine whether 
or not the railway company ought to be compelled and obliged to maintain a 
side track at the nearest feasible point on its line of railway to the mines of 
complainants. 

In reaching a conclusion and a decision in this matter other interests as well 
as those of the railway company and the mine owners or lessees, must be con- 
sidered, and one is the interest that the public has in requiring the railway 
company to operate its line of railway so that there will be the least possible 
danger or hazard to life or property. 

Would this board be justified in any case in making an order requiring a 
railway company, that is conducting and carrying on the immense volume of 
business that this road is at the present time, to construct upon its main thorough- 
fare a side track for the purpose of placing thereon empty and loaded cars, at a 
point not protected by any agent or employe of the company, but on the con- 
trary exposed, wlthout^rotection, to the dangers that naturally arise in allowing 
cars to remain unprotected where they might be carried from the side track onto 
its main line, and thus become a standing menace to the property of the railway 
company, and its employes and the traveling public? This a matter of public 
concern. 

We believe that it will not be seriously controverted that at times, on account 
of storms and high winds, cars may be carried from the side track to the main 
line or wrecked thereon, or through the unlawful interference of persons, switches 
may be left open, thereby endangering the trains upon the main line. 

There may be a class of cases requiring side tracks to be constructed upon 
the main lice of a railway not at or near a regular station thereon, but this board 
would hesitate before making such an order in any case, and a much stronger 
showing would have to be made than has been made in this case, and if the 
occasion should require such an order in the future, this board would feel that its 
duty to the public would demand that every possible safeguard should be made 
agi^nst accident or casualty which might be occasioned by the construction of 
such a switch at such an unusual place. The public has a right to every possible 
protection against accident or extra hazard in the operation of railway trains. 
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In the year 1889 the Des Moines & Kansas City Railway company abandoned 
Leslie station on its line of road, that had been in e^cistenoe since the construction 
of the railway in 1882, and two new stations, one three miles north and the o ther 
two miles south of Leslie, were established by the railway company, thus makin^f 
the two stations but five miles apart. Complaint was made by parties in and 
about Leslie of the abandonment of the station, and after a hearing, the commis- 
sion made an order requiring the railway company to re-establish such station. 
(See report of the board of railroad commissioners for 1889, page 1027.) The rail- 
way company declining to obey the order, the board of railroad commissioners 
brought suit in the district court of Polk county to compel the company to re-open 
Leslie station. The district court held that the new stations established by the 
railway company seeming to be ample to accommodate the business of the locality! 
the order to re-open Leslie could not be sustained, and dismissed the petition of 
the commissioners. The case was appealed to the supreme court and the finding 
of the district court was affirmed; 87 Iowa, 644. This case is cited as iudicating 
the position taken by the courts of this state, in the matter of establishing stations 
or shipping points so near together as they would have been had the order of 
the oommission been obeyed. 

We have reached the conclusion in this case that the facts disclosed and the 
conditions existing at this time would not justify this board in making an order 
requiring the railway company to construct a side track at this point. The 
request of complainants herein is therefore denied. 

Dds Moines, Iowa, September 14, 1898. 



No. 1874-1898. 

In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch system or safety device 
at grade crossing of Keokuk & Western and Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific 
railways at Center ville, Iowa. 

Be it remembered that the board Of railroad commissioners of the state 
of Iowa on the 9th day of June, 1898, inspected and examined an interlocking 
switch system, or safety device, equlppsd and to be operated jointly by the Keo- 
kuk & Western Railway company and the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way company at or oear Centerville station in the county of Appanoose and state 
of Iowa, and at a point where each of said railways crosses the other at grade, for 
the purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over such crossing 
without stopping, and the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa on 
said ninth day of June, 1898, approved the equipment of such interlocking switch 
system, or safety device, as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commissioners of 
the state of Iowa, and the secretary thereof, at the elty of Des Moines, state 
of Iowa, this 13th day of June, 1898. 

E. A. Dawson, 

Attest: D* J* Palmbr, 

W. W. AINSWORTH, Commissioners. 

(Secretary. 
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No. 1876-1898. 

la the matter of approval of an interlocking^ switch system or safety device at 
gfrade crossing of Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern and Chicago, Rook 
Island & Pacific railways, at Davenport, Iowa. 

Be it remembered that the board. of railroad commissioners of the state of 
Iowa, on the 17th day of August, 1898, inspected and examined an interlocking 
switch system or safety device, equipped and to be operated jointly by the Bur- 
lington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company and the Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway company, at or near Davenport station, in the county of 
Scott and state of Iowa, and at a point where each of said railways crosses the 
other at grade, for the purpose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass 
over such crossing without stopping, and the board of railroad commissioners of 
the state of Iowa, on said 17th day of August, 1898, approved the equipment of 
such interlocking switch system or safety device a? aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commissioners of the 

state of Iowa, and the secretary thereof, at the city of Des Moines, state of Iowa, 

this 14th day of September, 1898. 

Edward A. Dawson, 

Attest: D. J. Palmer, 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, Commissioners. 

Secretaty. 



No. 1876—1898. 

In re petition of Waverly Short Line for permission to condemn certain lands for 
additional depot grounds at Waverly, Iowa. 

In the matter of the petition of the Waverly Short Line for permission to con- 
demn certain lands for additional depot grounds in the town of Waverly, state of 
Iowa, the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa do hereby certify 
that upon the applfcation of the Waverly Short Line to this board, stating the 
desire of said company to condemn the property hereinafter more particularly 
described for additional depot grounds, for the use of said company, the commis- 
sioners proceeded in conformity with law to examine into the matter of said appli- 
cation, and do hereby certify that, in the opinion of the board of railroad com- 
missioners, the additional lands described herein, being a portion of the property 
described in said application, are necessary for the reasonable transaction of the 
business present and prospective of such railway company, to wit: 

The west one hundred and seventy-five (175) feet wide off of lot three (3) frac- 
tional block one (1), William Sturdevant's addition to Waverly, Bremer county, 
Iowa. 

In witness whereof the said board of railroad commissioners have caused this 
certificate to be executed and duly signed and attested by its secretary, with 
instruction that the same be filed with the clerk of the district court of Bremer 
county, state of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines, Iowa, November 1, 1898. 

W. W. AiNSWORTH, 

Secretary of the Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa . 
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No. 1877—1898. 

In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch sjBtem or safety devfce at 
grade crossiog of Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy and Omaha & St. Louis 
railroads at Malvern, Iowa. 

Be it remembered that the board of railroad commissioners of the state of 
Iowa on the 26th day of October, 1898, inspected and examined an interlocking^ 
switch system or safety device equipped and to be operated jointly by the Chi- 
cago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company and the Omaha & St. Louis Rail- 
way company at or near Malvern station in the county of Mills and state of Iowa, 
and at a point where each of said railways crosses the other at grade, for the pur- 
pose of rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over such crossing with- 
out stopping, and the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa on the 
26th day of October, 1898, approved the equipment of such interlocking switch, 
system or safety device as aforesaid. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commissioners of the 
state of Iowa and the secretary thereof, at the city of Des Moines, state of Iowa» 
this 11th day of November, 1898. 

Attest: W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary. 



No. 1878-1898. 
In the matter of approval of an interlocking switch system or safety device at 

grade crossing of Chicago Great Western and Iowa Central railways near 

Melbourne, Iowa. 

Be it remembered that the board of railroad commissioners of the state of 
Iowa, on the 8th day of December, 1898, inspected and examined an interlocking^ 
switch system or safety device equipped and to be operated jointly by the Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway company and the Iowa Central Railway company at 
a point near Melbourne station in the county of Marshall, state of Iowa, and at a 
point where each of said railways crosses the other at grade, for the purpose of 
rendering it safe for engines and trains to pass over such crossing without stop- 
ping, and the board of railroad commissioners of the state of Iowa on the 8th day 
of December, It 98, approved the equipment of such interlocking switch system or 
safety device as aforesaid, said approval to be effective at 12 o'clock noon on the 
9th day of December, 1898. 

Done under the hand and seal of the board of railroad commissioners of the 
state of Iowa, and the eecretary thereof, at the city of Des Moines, state of lowa^ 
this 8th day of December, 1898. 

Attest: W. W. Ainsworth, 

Secretary. 
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CASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE. 



No. 1769—1896. 
M. M. Reding, et al., Adaza, 



V. 



Station fadlitks* 



Dxs Moines Northern & Western 
Railway. 

Filed July 22, 1896. 

In report of this board for 1896, pag^e 173, will be found a statement of this 
case. This board was advised on April 8, 1898, that the railway company had, in 
aooordanoe with the wish of the commissioners, erected at this point a shingle 
roof building, 12 feet by 16 feet, for the convenience and accommodation of 
passengers and shippers. 

This being in accordance with request of the board, the case is closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1895—1898. 
P. Bredow, Maxwell, 



V. 



• 

* Depot platform at Lnaaa station. 



Ohioago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed December 10, 1896. 

This was a complaint that the depot platform did not seem to be sufficient for 
the needs of this station, and that the trains, when stopping at this station, left 
the passenger coaches so far from the platform that it eould not be used, making 
It very unsafe and inconvenient for passengers to take the cars or alight there- 
from at that point. The commission wrote the railway company concerning this 
case and were advised that if this was the condition of affairs at Luana that the 
same should be remedied without any unnecessary delay; that either the pas- 
senger coaches should be placed in such a position that passengers could use the 
platform already constructed or else the platform should be extended so that 
passengers in alighting from the oar might have reasonably safe and convenient 
facilities. 

It is understood that steps were at once taken to remedy the conditions com- 
plained of, and this case is therefore closed. 

December 1, 1898. 
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No. 1896^—1898. 
W. D. Drake, kt al., Evanston, 



▼. 



' Petition fyr a depot. 



Mason Crrr & Fort Dodge Railroad 
Company. 

FUed May 27, 1896. 

On date named the following petition was filed with the board of railroad 
commisBioners: 

We, the undenisned, do humbly petition that you will take itepi to cause a railroad 
station to be built at this place. We tender the following reasons: The Mason City and Fort 
Dodge Railroad company have had depot grounds laid off for about three years, and yet they 
don't seem disposed to build or give us any accommodations. 8. This is a good shipping 
point and we think we have sufficient business to warrant a depot. We thiuk we can satisfy 
you on that point if you come to examine for yourselves. 3. We are subject to many incon- 
▼eniences through having no place for passengers or freight. 4. Business is driven away 
or prevented from coming here. Several business men have been here to look over the 
ground, with the view of setting up in business, but when they saw the lack of accommoda- 
tions, they passed us by. If you wish further information, address W. D. Drake. 

Signed: W. D. Drake, J. B. Pigman, H. K. Scott, A. Wren, J. O. Scott, O. B. Wren, Guy L. 
Burger, Boll Hoover, J. F. Orosby, Thos. Laird, Henry Porter, Wm. Jones, and twenty-five 
others. 

The case was immediately taken up with the railroad company, and after 
some correspondence had been had the railroad company, by Mr. E. S Hitchins, 
superintendent, on July 20th made the following^ answer: 

• 

Replying to petition of citizens of Evanston for a station at that point, I beg to advise 
l^at my investigation of the matter does not show there is sufficient business at the point to 
warrant my increasing the present facilities, as our receipts there for the past twelve months 
woald scarcely be sufficient to meet the expense of a station. 

From what I can learn, I am of the opinion this matter is being agitated not because 
there is suffioient business there to require more facilities, but because one or two parties 
wish to force us to locate an operator there in order to make it more convenient for them to 
get reports of the grain markets. 

We try to be keenly alive to our own interest to furnish ample f aoilities for all business 
that offers itself, but feel that it would be unjust to require us to maintain a station at that 
point like the one in question, where we would pay out more than we would receive. 

Copy of this answer was sent the petitioners and they were asked to give the 
board some further information respecting the amount 'of business done at 
Evanston, etc. 

On July 30th Mr. W. D. Drake made reply substantially as follows: 

1. We are situated about half way between Fort Dodge and Lehigh, being by rail seven 
and one-half miles from Fort Dodge and seven and one-fourth miles from Lehigh, 

2. Number of inhabitants in town of Bvanston, 53; naturally tributary to station, on a 
fair estimate, about 400. 

8. - Facilities, platform long enough only for a single passenger car, switch, depot 
grounds, small stock yard, tickets for sale at store, and express office. 

4. Amount of business. I give this information from the main shipper, J. O. Evans. He 
has shipped since A.ugust, 1808, thirty-eight cars of grain and eleven cars of wood. What has 
been shlpi^ed in by carload I have no record of, but i know of nine cars of tile and lumber. 

As there is no freight agent, I have no record of way freight. 1 think that has decreased, 
because of no place for storage. I used to carry freight from platform to store for accommo- 
dation of patrons and railroad, and not receiving so much as "thank you,'* and I grew tired 
of it and quit. I know of freight that has laid on that platform for days consigned to men 
living a few miles away. Under these circumstances, no one will ship over the road only as 
■nssiirtty compels them. 
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I know there would be a large increase of freight if there was a station built here. Let 
me give you an example. A Mr. Martin, a storekeeper at Brushy, three miles from here, 
says that he would have all his goods shipped here were it not for lack of storage here. 

There are in store here ready for shipment at some time, and it must go over this road, 
fifty carloads of grain and ten carloads of wood. 

Tickets sold here during the year to the amount of KBOO, and there is probably an undue 
proportion of cash fares from this place, strangers not expecting to find a ticket office in a 
store. I need not remind you that this is not a favorable year for business. 

Again, there is the inconvenience of the delay in needed goods laying over at Fort Dodge 
or some other station because said goods were not prepaid, this being a ** star " or prepaid 
station. I write here from experience. 

5. Let me remind your honorable board that you were here two or three years ago and 
had the ground condemned for depot purposes. If it was condemned for that purpose, why 
is that purpose not carried out? What justice is there in compelling a man to sell a piece of 
land against his will and then not use that land? The railroad company have no moral right, 
whatever legal right they may have, to hold that land if they don't intend to use it. 

Furthermore, those who have invested money here with the expectation of something in 
thp future are entitled to some consideration, and after that action they certainly had 
reason for that expectation. 

Mr. E. S. Hltchins again wrote the board on August 2l8t, saying among 
other things: 

I have given this matter my personal attention with a view to obtaining a perfect under- 
standing of the same and I am convinced that a station at that point would not pay expenses. 
Our total earnings at that point during the twelve months ending May 31, 1896, amounted to 
1977.86, of which amount 1353 69 was account of grain forwarded. 

In regard to the statement of Mr. Drake that goods are held at Fort Dodge unless charges 
are prepaid, would say that he is mistaken. Our conductors are instructed to collect charges 
where goods are not prepaid, or to leave expense bill with Mr. Evans, who owns the store at 
that point, and allow him to collect the same. 

The board fixed Friday, December Itth, at Evanston, for a hearing of this 
case, and on date named met interested parties, heard such statements and evi- 
dence as were offered, and made personal inspection of the premises. At this 
time it was suggested to the railroad company that inasmuch as they had con- 
demned land at that point for depot grounds they should erect a station building 
suitable for the needs of the public there. This was agreed to by Mr. Hitchins 
and it was supposed by the commissioners that this would close the case. 

However, on August 10, 1897, Mr. Drake advised the board that no steps had 
been taken to construct the waiting room. The commission wrote Mr. O. B. 
Grant, who had succeeded Mr. Hitchins as superintendent of the railroad, that 
it had been advised that the depot had not been built at Evanston as agreed upon 
and he was asked to advise the board what his company proposed to do. The 
commissioners also told Mr. Grant that they expected this agreement to be 
carried out. 

Mr. Grant wrote the board on November 4, 1897, substantially as follows: 

Your letter of November 1st received. After receiving Syour letter of September 20th, I 
wrote to Mr. Hitchins, who preceded me here as superintendent of the road, and asked him to 
give me a statement of any agreement or arrangement that was made with anyone concern- 
ing matters at Bvanston. He replied as follows: 

** There was no agreement. They said: * We think you and Mr. Evans can arrive at some 
amicable understanding,- and we would much prefer to have it settled that way* Evans 
wanted a little station, or waiting room, and said that if we put one there, he would build an 
elevator. I told him to go ahead and build his elevator, and we would put up the waiting 
room, he to have the keys and take care of it." 

If this is a correct statement of facts as they occurred at that time, I beg to advise that 
Mr. Evans has done nothing in the way of putting up the elevator. We are ready to carry 
out our part of the arrangement as soon as Mr. Evans does his part. 
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If this is not according to your understanding of the situation, 1 should he glad to have 
you fully advise me. 

The board answered Mr. Grant, stating that it did not understand that the 
building^ of an elevator by Mr. Evans was in any way contingent upon the erec- 
tion by his company of a passenger waiting room at Evanston; that the board 
understood that the waiting room was to be built and still thought that should be 
done. 

The commissioners further stated that they would much prefer that it be 
accomplished without any intervention or order on their part. 

After some further correspondence had been had, Mr. W. D. Drake on May 
16, 1898, wrote the board that the station was completed and was entirely satis- 
factory to the petitioners. 

The case is therefore closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1896-1898. 

Citizens of Kossuth and Winnebago 
Counties, 

V. 



Petition ibr depot at crossing near 
Ledjard, 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company and Chi- 
cago AND North- Western Railway 
Company. 

Filed May 5, 1897. 

On date, May 5, 1897, Mr. S. D. Drake, of Algona, filed with the board peti- 
tions, containing many signatures, from the towns of Algona, Luverne, Buffalo 
Center, Armstrong and Burt, asking that the commissioners require the respond- 
ent companies to furnish and maintain proper conveniences for the transfer of 
passengers at the point where the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway 
by an overhead crossing passes over the Chicago & North- Western railway in 
the northern part of Kossuth county, and that the trains of said companies stop 
at this point to take on and discharge passengers. 

Copies of these petitions were laid before the officials of the railway com- 
panies, and the answers thereto are herewith given in full: 

AKSWBB OT BUBLINGTON, OBDAB BAPIDS & NOBTH1BN BAILWAY OOMPANY, BY G; J. IVBS, 

• PBBSIDBNT. FIIiBD JUNB 3, 1897. 

I have investigated the matter carefully and find, first, that trains carrying passengers 
on both roads are very wide of a connection at that point, and passengers would be com- 
pelled to wait much longer than would take them to drive to either of the adjacent cities. 
My impression Is that the petitions you mention were gotten up under stress of the bad roads 
in the early spring, and that at the present time no such pressure would be brought to bear. 
The crossing in question is a difiBcult one to improve in such a way as to make it safe and 
convenient for the public. The North- Western track is on a very steep grade, and it would 
be very hard for their trains that carry passengers to make this stop. The long wait there 
would necessitate some sort of protection in the way of buildings, which would in the 
meantime be the abode of tramps, and the very great probability of their being destroyed by 
fire or otherwise. No one would, I think, for a moment consider the question of keeping an 
agent at that place for the care and protection of the property, as the passengers transfer- 
ring there and the income derived by the railways from such source would be infinitesimal 
as compared with the expense. 

Trust this explanation may be sufficient to satisfy the commissioners that these petitions 
should not be granted. 
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▲NSWSB or CHICAGO & NOBTH-WISTEBN BAILWAT COMPANY, BT J. M. WHTEMAII. QBinniAli 

MANAOSB. riLMD AUGUST 16, 1897. 

Referring to the petition from the citizens of Algona, Luverne, Buffalo Center and Arm- 
strong, in Kossuth, Winnebago and Emmet counties, relative to facilities for transfer of pas- 
sengers between the trains of the Chicago A North-Western railway and those of the 
Burlington, Cedar Baplds A Northern Railway company at the point where the tracks of the 
two companies cross each other in the northern part of Kossuth county, Iowa. 

The situation at this point is peculiar, in that the track of the Burlington, Cedar Baplds 
A Northern railway crosses that of the North-Western company by an overhead crossing. 
The track of the Burlington company crosses the North-Western track by a pile bridge of 
considerable length, and at an elevation of twenty-two and one-fourth feet above the rails 
of the North-Western company. The track of the North-Western company at the point of 
crossing is on grade of forty-two feet to the mile, and the iDoint of crossing is further located, 
so far as the North-Western company's track is concerned, in a deep cut. The situation is 
one where it would be impossible to provide facilities for the transfer of passengers without 
incurring very great expense. . 

Furthermore, the grade upon whloh the North-Western company's trains would be 
obliged to stop is so great that it would reduce the train tonnage from 800 tons to 600 tons per 
train. In the winter time it would practically be impossible for our train to stop at this 
point, as the cut is one of the worst we have in that section of the country for snow, and It is 
a frequent occurrence to have it filled to a depth of five to nine feet. I have canvassed the 
amount of travel that would probably be created by the establishment of transfer facilities 
at this point, and I cannot find that there is travel of any volume; not over one person per 
day would be served by transfer facilities at the point in question. 

The country In that locality is very thinly settled and is not improving rapidly. The 
few people who have occasion now to take the trains of the North-Western company find it 
more convenient to drive either to Bancroft or to Ledyard, making direct connection with 
our trains at those stations. The trains of the North-Western and Burlington companies 
pass this crossing on a schedule that at present provides facilities for connections at other 
points, and if any passengers were to transfer from one company to the other at the point of 
crossing mentioned, it could only be done by a wait of several hours, and I think on exami- 
nation of this question by the board it will agree that the public generally would prefer to 
follow the present practice of driving over to Ledyard or Bancroft, making a direct connec- 
tion at these points with our trains. 

Mr. 6. W. Pangburn, of Buffalo Center, on June 23, 1891, filed reply of peti- 
tioners to answer of railway companies as per the following: 

I have at hand your letter of the 11th Inst, to Mr. B. D. Drake, of Algona, in relation to 
our petition for passenger transfer accommodations and stoppage of trains at the crossing of 
the Chicago A North-Western railway and the Burlington, Cedar Baplds A Northern railway 
In Kossuth county, Iowa. Also the letter of C. J. Ives to yourself. The project of laying 
petition before your honorable body was the outcome of a consultation between Mr. Drake 
and myself during the early spring. 

Being therefore as much responsible for the success or failure of the petition, and not 
considering jour letter in any way a finality as yet, I wish to make a few statements of facts 
which I trust may ultimately lead up to an investigation on the part of the railroad commis- 
sioners, who I am most confident will be favorable to the petitioners. 

I therefore wish to answer President Ives' objections to the petition. His first objection 
is that trains at the intersection are wide of connection. Simply that at present there being 
no stoppage and no transfer accommodations there Is absolutely no use or object in closer 
connections. What good would close connection do at present? I ask. 

Furnish an object for closer connections, such as a waiting room would be, then the better 
connections would naturally follow. Moreover, existing railroad time tables are not a 
finality and very frequently are voluntarily changed by railroad companies to suit changing 
conveniences. Again, there is no reason why this line of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids A 
Northern cannot run three trains so as to make good connections with the Chicago A North- 
Western at the point in controversy. Even with the line schedules as they now are, east 
bound passengers on the Burlington, Cedar Rapids A Northern could get the north bound 
trains at the crossing under discussion by an hours' sojourn at the said crossing and south on 
a regular passenger train in about one-half hour, while a change of fifteen minutes' time on 
the Chicago A North-Western would allow west bound passengers from the Burlington, 
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Oedar Rapids ft Northern to make very cloeeit possible connection with the soath bound 
accommodation train on the Chicago ft North- Western. 

President Ives' next objection is that it woald make the companies some extra trouble and 
expense to put in the necessary passenger accommodations in the item of a waiting room, 
etc. He says the North-Western track is on a very steep grade, and it would be very hard 
for their train to make the stop. 

Now, 1 wish to state that this is not true, as everybody must know who has ever passed 
over th^ point under discussion. This crossing is at a comparatively level place in a very level 
prairie country. I have it, moreover, from the best of authority and my own observations, 
that this overhead crossing on the part of the Burlington, Oedar Bapids ft Northern was a 
premeditated and predetermined plan between Itself and the Chicago ft Northwestern to 
avoid the necesity of complying with the law requiring stoppage of trains at crossings where 
both tracks are on a level with each other. 

From the same authority and observation I learn that the Burlington, Oedar Bapids ft 
Northern actually raised its grade for the purpose of accomplishing said overhead crossing, 
and the Ohlcago ft North-Western lowered theirs at this pointy for the purpose of accomplish- 
ing the object above stated. 

If, therefore, there be a small down grade at the intersection, it Is an artificial one, and 
made for the purpose named. 

The objection of Mr. Ives to the uneveness of the grade on this level tract of country, 
where the intersection Is, amounts almost to a proof positive of the poverty of valid excuses 
for refusing the object sought by the petitioners. 

Again, I do not think that President Ives Is right in his conclusion that it would be a loss 
to the company to keep an agent at the crossing because of the limited business that would 
come by that means. 

The answer to this should be deferred to a statement concerning the travel over the read 
and the ]arge territory to be benefited, which statement will follow below. I wish to state, 
however, in this connection, that there are points at crossings where waiting rooms are fur- 
nished and trains stop, with no station agent in charge, viz., Donan, Oralabor, and others In 
the state. Donan, it will be observed, is a mere waiting room, without other railway build-, 
ings or facilities, no town whatever being at that point, and is nearly midway between Oel- 
wein and West Union, and is a mere crossing of ihe Burlington, Oedar Bapids ft Northern 
railway and the Milwaukee railway. West Union, only eight miles distant from Donan, and 
Oelwein, twelve miles distant, are both good towns with the best of transfer facilities. Now 
if the crossing at Donan should be furnished with transfer accommodations under the cir- 
cumstances mentioned, why should not the crossing in controversy, inasmuch as the nearest 
crossing north of the same is thirty miles distant, and the nearest one on the south is on the 
Milwaukee road at Algona, Iowa, a distance of thirty-five miles? Thus you will see that 
there is a strip of well-settled country dotted with flourishing towns, which strip is fifty-five 
miles wide and with no cross railroad facilities except the Burlington, Oedar fLapids ft North- 
ern, and that is useless so far as transfer accommodations are concerned, unless the accom- 
modations asked for are granted. But this is not the worst of it, for the distance east and 
west between transfer lines is even greater than that north and south. It is seventy miles 
between EstherviUe on the Burlington and Forest Oity on the east on the St. Louis railway, 
with no railroads intervening except the Ohlcago ft North-Western, which, unless transfer 
accommodations prayed for are granted, leaves the traveling public without transfer accom- 
modations of any kind. Thus a great tract of country fifty-five by seventy miles is left 
without any transfer accommodations intervening, a tract larger than the states of Rhode 
Island and Delaware combined. 

There is this other feature to be considered. Kossuth county, where these roads cross, is 
the largest county in the state. 

It is not far from twice as large as the average county. It is forty-two miles in length, 
with Algona, its county seat, so far to the south that some of its citizens in the northwest and 
northeast must go a distance of forty miles to get to their county seat. The said county Is 
not accessible from the north except on the Chicago ft North-Western. 

The Burlington, Oedar Rapids ft Northern crossing the country in the north is of no ben- 
efit to its Is habitants at present so far as getting to their own county seat Is concerned. They 
must still drive by team to points on the Chicago ft North-Western, and the inhabitants of 
Germania and Swea City cannot get to their county seat by train unless they travel from 
forty to sixty miles out of their way. I have not mentioned the towns of Armstrong, Just 
over the line in Emmet, and Buffalo Center, Just in the edge of Winnebago, both of which are 
extensively patronized by citizens from Kossuth county, all of whom, including the citizens 
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of and adjacent to Swea Olty and Germania, could get to to their county seat by rail If the 
accommodations asked for are granted. 

I have not mentioned the inconvenience and slow transit of malls from point to point 
within the territory named. The towns of Bancroft, Ledyard and Elmore are twenty, four- 
teen and fifteen miles from Buffalo Center. They are twelve, five and ten miles respectively 
from Germania, and yet mail from these points on the Ohioago & North- Western to go to Gtei- 
manla and Buffalo Center must travel one way over three roads, viz., Chicago & North- 
western, the Milwaukee and the Burlington, Cedar Bapidn & Northern. 

If it go the other route it must go over four roads, viz., the Chicago & North- Western, the 
Milwaukee, the St. Louis and the Burlington, Cedar Bapids & Northern. It is needless to say 
the recipient receives it the second day, or later, after the day it was mailed. 

We have said nothing of the great inconvenience to the general traveling public who wish 
to go from point to point, who, if they go by rail, must follow the circuitous routes referred 
to in the transportation of mails. 

Finally, gentlemen, it is not a "T** we are especially asking for, although needed at this 
point. It Is passenger transfer accommodation, which presupposes the stoppage of trains, 
and waiting room conveniences. I speak of this because in your covespondence you refer to 
our petition as a request for a " T." 

We invite a careful investigation on the part of the commissioners regardless of letters 
from me or from President Ives, and feel confident that favorable results to the public will 
follow your Investigation. 

On August 24, 1897, the commiBsioners visited the locality in question, made a 
personal inspection of the premises and heard such statements and evidence as 
were submitted by parties in interest. 

At this time the commissioners sugfi^ested that some accommodations be pro- 
vided for parties desiring to transfer at this crossing, and the companies agreed 
to put in a suitable building. This was done. The board has been informed that 
the depot erected has been kept warmed and lighted and that trains stop to dis- 
charge passengers, and, on signal, to receive passengers. This is a compliance 
with the suggestion made by the commissioners. 

December 1, 18d8. 



No. 18»7--1898. 
T. B. Powers, Scranton, 

V. I Overcharge and undue detention oi 

I property for charges — interstate, 

Chicago & North-Western Railway | 
Company. J 

Complaint filed May 14, 1897. 

On date named Mr. Powers, of Scranton, filed the following complaint: 

I desire to request your opinion on a question which I think comes within your Jurisdic- 
tion. It is this: I hired a car at Scranton to transport some stock, viz, four horses and a cow, 
also some agricultural implements, to Kent, Minn., and not having enough to make but about 
6,500 or 7,000 pounds, I loaded in about 900 bushels of corn, which we needed to feed on the 
road and to exchange for seed oats or barley when we got there. The agent here at Scranton 
told me to put it in and I did so and paid him for the car to Kent, Minn. But when it arrived 
at Sioux City the agent tried to detain the car, and did hold it about a day and telegraphed 
back to Scranton that he held it for 842.11 in addition to what I had already paid, but sent it 
along to Kent after the delay I spoke of, and when it got there the agent at Kent had orders 
to hold it for $62.11. I paid 150 for the car in the first place. The agent a t Kent permitted the 
man I sent with the stock to unload all but the corn and some implements, and the last 
account I had of the car it had been sent from Kent to some point, I know not where. I 
desire to know what plan to pursue in order that I can get the property or the value of the 
same, and also damages for detaining men from work by not allowing them to unload the car 
upon its arrival. I had become responsible for the payment of transportation here at Scran- 
ton. 
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Mr. Powers was advised that his complaint concerned an interstate shipment 
over which the board could exercise no jarisdiction, but would take the case up 
with the respondent company with a view to bringfingf about an amicable adjust- 
ment of the same. 

Accordingly the case was taken up with Mr. M. Hughitt, general freight agent of 
the company, who, in a letter dated July 14, 1807, stated that delivery was made 
on basis of rate that would have applied had the shipment gone via Minnesota 
transfer, and that everything is now arranged satisfactorily. 

However, for yarious reasons some delay was caused in the final settlement of 
the claim, but on November 24, 1897, voucher was made by the company in favor 
of Mr. Powers, covering his claim, which satisfactorily disposed of the case. 

February 22, 1898. 



No. 1898—1898. 
O. B. Scott, Peterson, 



V. 



» Overcharge on shipment of gun. 



United States Express Company. 

Filed September 14, 1897. 

The complainant in this case claimed that on a shipment of a gun from Ruth ven 
to Spencer, a distance of twelve and two-thirds miles, he was charged 75 cents, 
which he had been informed is an overcharge of 30 cents. The gun was not 
crated and was subject therefore to three times merchandise rate. 

The complaint was taken up with Mr. W. H. Quick, general superintendent 
United States Express company, who advised the board that under the rules of 
the company on account of the liability to damage when a gun is not crated, such 
a shipment is charged three times the merchandise rate, and the charge of 76 
cents is correct. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1899—1898. 
J. P. Sprague, et Aii., Russell, 



V. 



Opening street over right of way — 
what complaint should show. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy Rail- 
road Company. 

About September 23, 1897, a petition signed by J. F. Sprague and twenty-six 
others was filed with the board asking that Maple street, a business street in the 
town of Russell, be opened for public travel over the right of way of the Chicago, 
Burlington & Quincy Railroad company. It was stated that the company had 
refused to open the street. There appearing to be nothing in the petition indicat- 
ing whether the street was established before or after the construction of the 
railroad, the petitioners were asked to state whether any proceedings had been 
had to legally establish such street over the right of way and tracks of the rail- 
way company. 

In answer to this request, Mr. J. F. Sprague wrote the board under date of 
October 8, 1897, as follows: 
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I do not deem It necessary to go to the indivldaal expense of looking up records to answer 
the questions propounded by your honorable board. Our petition sets forth the desire of the 
petitioners and I presume that any expense that may be incurred will be paid by the state, 
whose employ you are la and to which we as petitioners and taxpayers indirectly contribute. 

I should be willing to aid you, but it is asking too much of me, without compensation, to 
look up the records bearing in the case. 

Any representative you may send will be aided in his work. 

On October 18, 1807, the board wrote Mr. Sprague substantially that: 

In presenting complaints to the board of railroad commissioners when it is apparent that 
from such complaint a hearing is necessary, it is a rule o'f the board as well as the provisions 
of the statute that the statements contained in such complaint should show at least that the 
complainant has legal as well as reasonable grounds therefor. 

It is not the duty of the board In cases of this kind to formulate or otherwise prepare the 
making or filing of such complaint, but to hear and determine after a full investigation the 
merits thereof. 

It is not to be construed, however, by what has been said upon the subject of the form or 
substance of the complaint that a formal complaint is necessary. There are no rules of the 
board requiring any particular form, so long as the substance thereof shows a legal or reason- 
able cause for the making of such complaint. It is the wish of the board that all persons 
who have any reasonable grounds for complaint may have the opportunity to make such 
complaint without any undue formalities or unreasonable rules or requirements. 

In your case the complaint on file does not state facts or conditions sul&ciently to inform 
the board whether or not you have a legal or reasonable ground or cause of complaint, and 
without these they cannot act in the premises. The communication of the 2d inst. was sent 
you, of which you complain, for the purpose of obtaining that information, and whenever the 
"board is furnished with the same, if it appears that you have a good ground of complaint, the 
board will, as it does in all other cases, proceed to have a hearing without any unnecessary 
delay, giving all of the parties interested an opportunity to be present and take part in the 
proceedings before the board. 

On December 18th Mr. Sprague answered that the attorney who examined the 
records stated that the town plat was recorded November, 1867, and that Maple 
street is shown on each side of the right of way. 

The commissioners, after giving the case careful consideration, held that inas- 
much as it appeared that Maple street had not been established over the railroad 
company's right of way, they did not feel as though they would have jurisdiction 
in the case, and would be unable to proceed further until such street was estab- 
lished over the right of way of the railway company and such proceedings had 
thereunder in conformity with the statutes of this state. 

Mr. Sprague was informed of the opinion of the board and was further advised 
that whenever it should be made to appear that the necessary proceedings had 
been had in conformity with the statutes relating to the establishment of streets 
and the condemnation proceedings thereunder, the commissioners would take up 
the case and dispose of it as the facts and circumstances might warrant. 

February 23, 1898. 



No. 1900—1898. 
Forrest Jennings, Rose Hill, 



V. 



Overcharge, 



Chioaoo, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way CJoMPANY, and Burlington & 
Missouri River Railroad company. 

Complaint filed September 22, 1897. 

In this case Mr. Forrest Jennings complained of overcharge on shipment of 
live stock from Funk, Nebraska, to Rose Hill, Iowa. The case was taken up with 
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the officialB of the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, who 
reported that there was no overcharge so far as their line was concerned, neither 
was there, technically speaking, any on the Burlington & Missouri River rail- 
road, yet the freight department of that company had agreed to refund for 1,000 
pounds alleged excess, which was afterwards done, and Mr. Jennings notified the 
board that this settlement was acceptable to him. 
April 26, 1808. 



No. 1001—1808. 
J. M. Farley, Whittemobe, 



V. 



Diacrimmation in farsdabing ears. 



Chioaqo, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

On October 10, 1807, the following letter was received by the commission: 

WHiTTUf OBB, Iowa, October 8, 1897. 
To ths Iowa RoAtway Commitaiofuiny Des Moines^ lotoa: 

DsAB Sib -I wish to call your attention to the method pursued by the Chicago, Milwau- 
kee ft St. Paul Bailway company in furnishing cars for the shipment of hay to the Chicago 
market from this station. They furnish cars to some and refuse to furnish to others. The 
agent here informs me that it is necessary for me to have some commission firm in Chicago 
order the cars for me from the general freight department. 

Yesterday I had three cars of hay to load but could get no cars. I sold two of the loads to 
a Chicago commission man and he got the cars and is loading to-day, although I spoke for 
cars a day before he came here. 

I asked for a oar to-day and was again refused. I offered to pay the freight charges in 
advance. 

I hope you will give this matter your early attention. 

Yours truly, J. M. Fablst. 

To which the following reply was directed to be made. A copy of the com- 
plaint was also sent to A. C. Bird, freight traffic manager of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & St. Paul Railway company for his information and reply: 

October 18, 1887. 
Mr, J. M, Farley t WMXUmorty Iowa: 

Deab Sir— Yours of the 8th Inst, alleging discrimination on the part of the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee & Stv Paul Bailway company In furnishing ears at your station, has been received. 
The laws, both of this state and national, upon the subject of discrimination are quite 
explicit. The section of the Iowa statute upon the point is as follows: 

" If any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act, shall, directly or indirectly, 
by any special rate, rebate, drawback or other device, charge, demand, collect or reoeiye 
from any person or persons a greater or less compensation for 'any service, rendered or to be 
rendered, in the transportation of passengers or property subject to the provisions of this 
act, than it charges, demands, collects or receives from any other person or persons for doing 
for him or them a like and contemporaneous service in the transportation of a like kind of 
tral&c, such common carrier shall be deemed guilty of unjust discrimination, which is hereby 
prohibited and declared to be unlawful; this section, however, is not to be csnstrued as pro- 
hibiting a less rate per 100 pounds in a carload lot than is charged, collected or received for 
the same kind of freight in less than a carload lot. 

**It shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the provisions of this act to make 
or give any preference or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, corporation or 
locality or any particular description of traffic, in any respect whatsoever or to subject any 
particular person, company, firm, corporation or locality or any particular description of 
traffic to any prejudice or disadvantage in any respect whatsoever; provided, however, that 
nothing herein shall be construed to prevent any common carrier from giving preference as 
to time of shipment of live stock, uncured meats or other perishable property." * • * 
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These sections are virtually a copy of the corresponding portion of the Interstate law. 
The attention of the company has been called to the case, although Interstate shipments 
are not directly under the Jurisdiction of this commission. The traffic manager of this com- 
pany has always shown a wiUlBgness to investigate and rectify conditions of this character if 
they really exist, and it is believed the case wHl receive his early attention. 

Very respectfully yours, W. W. Aimbwobth, 

Secretary, 

Mr. Bird replied as follows: 

Ohioaoo, October 16, 1897. 
3fr. W. W. Aimwortht Secretary Iowa Board of Ba^Xroad OommissUmers, Dea Moinea, Iowa: 

DsAB Sib— Replying to your letter of the t2th Inst., enclosing copy of letter from Mr. J. 
M. Farley, at Whittemore, Iowa. Shipments of hay to Chicago are subject to two particular 
difficulties, name]y, the glutted oondition of the market and our inability to fill car orders 
promptly. The market has frequently been glutted and on many occasions it has been 
impossible to sell the hay for a sufficient amount to pay freight charges. We are unwilling 
to receive hay for shipment to Ohlcago when our tracks are blocked with that commodity, 
and therefore we frequently issue " blockade notices ** refusing to receive hay for Ohioago. 
When we find commission merchants or receivers here who are prepared to promptly unload 
the freight and to pay charges and who give us satisfactory guarantees that the oar will be 
promptly released, we instruct agents at country stations to receive such hay. The only 
Instance of this kind that has come to my personal knowledge is an arrangement made with 
consignees iu Ohlcago to handle hay to b^ shipped by Mr. J. M. Farley, the complainant in 
this case. If Mr. Farley thinks that this is evidence of unjust discrimination we can remove 
the cause of his complaint by refusing to handle his or any other hay until the tracks are 
clear, and if he will express a wish to that effect I will cheerfully issue the order. 

The second difficulty, as before stated, lies in the fact that we are not always able to sup- 
ply all demands for cars. Tours truly, A. 0. Bibd, 

C^enera!l Traffic Manager, 

This correspondence indicates a condition of the hay market, in Chicago, 
which the commissioners found to be true, not only at* the date specified but at 
another time when complaints were reaching them of a like refusal to receive 
hay for shipment. It was found that cars of hay remained on the side tracks in 
Chicago, and other terminal points, for two weeks or, at times, even longer, 
because consignees were unable to sell or furnish room to store it. It is not an 
unreasonable procedure for the carrier, under such circumstances, to issue 
' blockade notices,'* or even to give precedence to shippers who can guarantee 
prompt unloading by the consignee. The demand for storage for coarse forage 
has never been met at such times in any market so far reached by Iowa products. 
Until this is done there will probably be periodical blockades and calls for relief, 
which no usual supply of cars will be fully sufficient to correct or to meet. 

February 4, 1898. 



No. 1902-1898. 

J. W. TURLBY, MASONVIIiliE, ^ 

1 Train service — stopping &at train at 
I small stations. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. J 

Filed March 25, 1897. 

On March 23, 1897, Mr. J. W. Turley, salesman, wrote the board, stating that 
the people of Mason ville were very much inconvenienced on account of train No. 1, 
going west at or about 10:20 P. m., not stopping to let off or receive passengers; 
that although there was another train arriving about 7 P. M. daily, it was only a 
local running between Dubuque and Cedar Falls; that passengers coming from 
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points east of Dubuque are obliged to stop off at some nearby town and take the 
morning^ train; that in order to get home on Sunday morning, he has to stop at a 
station east of Masonviile and drive home, as there is no train he can use to get 
home Sunday morning. 

The case was at once taken up with the officials of the railroad company, who 
were asked to give the same their immediate attention and answer. 

On April 12, 1897, Mr. J. T. Harahan, second vice-president, wrote the board 
in reference to this matter, as follows: 

Beferring to your favor, 85th alt., enclosing copy of commanication from Mr. J.W. Turley, 
of Masonviile, asking that our train No. 1, which passes that station at 10:25 p. M., be stopped 
to let off and take on passengers. Masonviile, according to the census of 1890, had 190 inhabi- 
tants, and now has the following train service: 

Passenger, No. 8, west, 6:57 A. m ; No. 31, west, 7 p. M.; No. 4, east, 8:10 p. M.; No. 33, east, 
S:67 A. M. Freight, No. 91, west, 1:45 p. m.; No. 92, east, 9:40 A. m. 

Passengers can leave Ohicago at 10:30 a. m. or 11:35 p. m. and make direct connections 
through to Masonviile. They can leave Masonviile at 8:57 a. m. or 8:10 p.m. and make an 
uninterrupted Journey to Ohicago, making in both directions practically a twelve hour divis- 
ion of the twenty-four. Passengers can be further accommodated by using local freight 
trains Nos. 91 and 92 for adjoining stations. 

If we should stop train No. 1 at Masonviile, we-could not consistently decline to stop the 
train at any other station on our western lines, as, with few exceptions, the other stations at 
which the train does not stop are as large or larger than Masonviile. If the train stopped at 
all stations, its present schedule would have to be materially lengthened. 

In order to avoid stopping train No. 1 and its opposite train No. 2 at stations on the 
Dubuque division, trains 31 and 32 were scheduled to do the local work and provide a further 
service than we give by trains 8 and 4, the company going to the expense of these additional 
local trains, to enable it to make its present schedale time with trains 1 and 2. 

I note Mr. Turley states in his letter of March 23d: " It is true they have another train 
which arrives about 7 p. m. daily, but this is only a local running between Dubuque and Oedar 
Falls, passengers coming from points east of Dubuque being obliged to stop off at some 
nearby town and take the morning train." 

Mr. Turley is mistaken about this train, as it runs through between Ohicago and Oedar 
Falls, leaving Ohicago at 10:30 A. if., Freeport 2:15 p. m., arrives in Dubuque at 4:45 p. m., leaves 
Dubuque 4:50 p. m., arrives at Masonviile 7 p. M., arrives in Waterloo at 8:25 p. m., and Oedar 
Falls 8:45 p. M. This train makes practically all the stops between Ohicago and Mason- 
viile, and, as will be observed from the schedule, is a continuous train. 

Copy of the foregoing was sent Mr. Turley, accompanied by a letter from the 
board stating the views of the commissioners upon the subject of through pas- 
senger trains and the right of the board to interfere in the running and manage- 
ment of the same. In this letter the commissioners expressed themselves as fol- 
lows, which may be considered as a final disposition of the case: 

The demands of the public on the service of the Illinois Central railroad require a limited 
train such as their Not. 1 and 2, which must make the quickest possible speed between initial 
and terminal points. If this limited train service was required to stop at the smaller towns, 
it would at once cease to be a limited or quick service and become a local, and hence slower 
service. 

These limited trains are a public necessity on all through lines of railway. Vast sums of 
money are si>ent in their equipment, which must be especially fitted for this service. 

The entire public is interested in them, seeking their accommodation on every consider- 
able Journey, and a railway that would not, or did not, maintain such trains for through 
travel would be avoided by it, and soon these trains would, of necessity, be abandoned, and 
the public be a loser thereby. 

January 4, 1898. 



BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 47 



No. 1903—1898. 

Incorporated Town op Rockweli^ 
City, Calhoun County, 



V. 



Street crosawg. 



The Des Moines Northern & West- 
ern Railway Company. 

Complaint 'filed November 5, 1897. 

On above date the following petition was filed with the board in the above 

entitled case: 

Your complainant alleges that it is an incorporated town duly incoriiorated under the 
laws of the state of Iowa, and located ^n Calhoun county, Iowa. That said Des Moines 
Northern & Western Railroad company is a corporation duly organized under the laws of the 
state of Iowa and is operating a railway through said incorporated town and county; that 
the incorporated town of Rockwell, by the original plat, is located on the northeast quarter 
of section thirty-six (36), township eighty-eight (88), range thirty-three (83), west of the fifth 
P. M., as appears on the plat and dedication thereof filed in said county and now of record in 
the office of the county recorder of said county, to which said plat and record thereof refer- 
ence is hereby made. That said Des Moines Northern A Western Railroad company is now 
operating its said road through said town of Rockwell and the same has been constructed and 
Is now operated and maintained by said railroad company over, across and upon Third street 
in said town. That said Third street is a public street of said town and was when said railroad 
was constructed appears in said plat, and that said railroad so constructed and now main- 
tained by said company has caused said street to be in bad condition. That said street is not 
in good condition for public travel and is impassable; that said railroad company has failed 
to construct at the point where its road crosses said street (the same being a public street) a 
good, sufficient and safe crossing, and that an excavation has been made for said road and is 
now maintained and permitted by said company to remain in said street by said crossing and 
that the public cannot use said street for public travel. That on the 80th day of May, 1896, 
your complainant, who has Jurisdiction over said street, gave said railroad company notice 
in writing, through the chairman of the street and alley committee, viz., J. H. Bradt, asking 
that said street at said place be put in good condition for public travel, a copy of which said 
notice is hereto attached, *marked exhibit **A," and make a part hereof; that written notice 
has been served upon the railroad company and its officers at diverse and sundry times and 
that said officers have been repeatedly requested and asked by said town through its officers 
to put said street in condition for public travel. That said company have at all times 
ignored, refused and still refuse to put said street in condition for public travel and persist 
in placing their cars on the side track crossing said street and blocking same. 

That the railroad company now absolutely refuses to put in the crossing at said place of 
crossing of said street, and that a good, substantial grade crossing should be maintained by 
said railroad company across said street; that the same is needed for use by the public; that 
said incorporated town is greatly inconyenienced and the public interest hindered thereby ; 
that said railroad company by refusing to put said crossing in passable condition, fails to 
comply with the laws of Iowa in respect to the said crossing and the wishes of the public. 

Wherefore, complainant asks that the railway commissioners of Iowa investigate the 

matter complained of herein and make findings and report according to law, and that said 

company be required to put in said crossing on said Third street within a reasonable time 

and for such other relief as may seem just and right by said railway commissioners. 

By order of town council. (Signed) 

Ohas. D. Oass, 

Ma/uor of the Incorporated Town of Rockwell^ CaXhoun CowUy, loiock. 

SXHIBIT "A." 

To the Des Moines Northern & Western Railroad eompam,y: 

Tou are hereby notified that the crossing of your road at Third street, in the incorporated 

town of Rockwell, Oalhoun county, Iowa, has made such street impassable for public travel 

and use. You are hereby required and requested by said town to put said crossing in good 

condition for public travel and use and to keep the same free and clear from obstruction of 

your cars. 

Dated this 29th day of May, 1806. 

J. H. Bbaet, 

Chairman of Street andAUey CommUteet for Roekwett, CaXtumn County, loioa. 
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The matter was taken up at onoe with the respondent railway company, and 
after a somewhat extended correspondence, Mr, F. F. Hunter, who had evidently 
succeeded Mr. Charles D. Case as mayor of Rockwell City, wrote the board on 
August 5, 1808: ** I am glad to inform you that the Third street case, of which I 
was instructed to write you, has been amicably settled and disposed of.'* 

August 6, 1808. 



No. 1904—1808. 
N. A. Pine, By J. C. Raymond, Attor- ' 

NEY, ALGONAi 

V. 



Under Arm crossing. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Raiii- 
WAY Company. 

Filed November 8, 1897. 

The petition filed in this case reads as follows: 

Mr. N. A. Pine Is the owner of the ne^ sec. 2-96-28, Kossuth county, Iowa. The Chicago, 
Milwaukee & St. Paul railway crosses this land from east to west in a diagonal line, coming 
on the land about forty-four rods from the north end, and coming out a little farther from 
the north end on the west side. His house stands on the northeast comer of the quarter. 
The principal part of his farm lies south of the said railway. He has only one crossing 
between his house and outbuildings and the principal part of his farm. This crossing is 
enclosed with gates. One gate is about opposite and a little west of the house on the north 
side of said railway. 1 he other gate is across the railway, and exactly opposite the first gate. 
Eighteen rods east of the west line of this farm there is a ravine which the railway has here- 
tofore crossed with a bridge about two rods in width. This bridge was of sufficient height to 
afford an under ground passageway for the stock kept on the farm. The land on both sides 
of this ravine, and on each side of this said railway, is adapted to pasture land, and so used 
by Mr. Pine. About a month ago the railway company, against the wishes and protest of Mr. 
Pine made known to them, filled up this natural passageway, or ravine, with dirt, thus 
depriving him of his natural under ground passage for his cattle, stock, etc., through and 
under said bridge, and obliging him to take his cattle and stock from one part of the farm to 
the other. 

Mr. Pine's pasture at the present time is on the north side of said railway, oppoe>ite the 
under ground passageway. In the near future, as a matter of necessity, his pasture will 
have to be enlarged so as to take in ground on the south side of said railway, hence said pas- 
sage under the railway will be a necessity. It is almost impossible with any degree of safety 
to his stock and the railway company, for Mr. Pine to use exclusively this open crossing 
enclosed by gates. 

From the foregoing facts it appears to us that the railway company should be compelled to 
reopen the under ground crossing,and we ask that you bring this matter to the attention of the 
railway commissioners, and fully investigate it. The said railway company has absolutely 
refused to permit said under ground crossing to be made. 

The matter was presented to the railway company, and Mr. A. J. Earling, 
second vice-president and general manager, under date of November 12, 1897, 
filed the following answer: 

In reply to the application of Mr. N. A. Pine, by his attorney, J. O. Raymond of Algona, 
for the reopening of a pile bridge known as B— 660, in the vicinity of Sexton, Iowa, I have to 
say that after an experience of a number of years we have found that there has never been 
enough water to require such a bridge as was provided at the time the road was constructed, 
and when the time came for renewal it was replaced by a 4x4 timber culvert, which is ample 
in size to carry all the water that may acoumulate at that place. 

In view of the fact that Mr. Pine has been provided with a suitable and convenient grade 
crossing, and the further fact that he has never made any use of the bridge as a crossing, 
there seemed to us to be no reason why we should maintain a pile bridge when a culvert will 
answer all purposes so far as a waterway is concerned. 
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After some further oorrespondence had been had, the attorneys for Mr. Pine 
were asked to adyiee the board whether the case had been adjusted to the eatis- 
f action of their client, and no answer having been received, the case for the pres- 
ent will be regarded closed. 



No. 1905-1898. 
W. H. Gentneb, Parminqton, 



V. 



Shipment of live poultry. 



Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City 
Railway Company. 

Piled November 9, 1897. 

On date named Mr. Gentner wrote the board as follows: 

The Ohlcago, Burlington A Kansas City, running through this place, refuses to receive 
liye poultry in small or less than carload lots three days out of each week. Will forward 
only on Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays of each week. This company runs what they 
term "stock trains" on Tuesdays, Thursdays and Saturdays, and claim that they do not 
carry '* way ** freight, only carload lots. This arrangement works much inconyenience to me 
In the* shipping of live poultry from here to Burlington, Iowa. 

The matter was taken vp with Mr. Howard Elliott, general manager, who 
filed the following answer: 

Investigation of this case results as follows: Our service on this business is local train 

No. i, Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays and Satuidays, passing Farmington at 11 A. m. In addi- 

ticn to this we have been running a car on our No. 12, which is a fast stock train. This car 

we tock off on and after Novt mber 11th, because the business was so light; less than 16 per 

hauling a car 200 miles. In regard to the business from Farmington, the records do not show 

that we have handled a single coop or even a single pound of live poultry out of that place 

for any point since October 1st. The record of our train No. 4 for the last thirty days shows 

an average of less than two freight cars per day. So you can see that there is no justification 

in increasing the freight service. The company would be very glad indeed to increase its 

freight seivlce if there were acy buslnes8,but I regret to say that the Chicago, Burlington A 

Kansas Oity line has an excessively light traffic, and that we are obliged to curtail our train 

service to the lowest possible point in order to pay expenses and the small amount of interest 

we are obliged to pay. 

ft 

Qmplaioant was furnished a copy of Mr. Elliott's answer, and wrote the 
board later, still insisting that he should be afforded better facilities for shipment 
of his poultry. The commissioners considered the matter, and in closing the case 
wrote the complainant, February 23, 1898, substantially as follows: 

As the commissioners are at present informed, they understand that the railway company 
has taken a local car off their through stock train, and that they now carry poultry upon all 
local freight trains operated by this company. If the commissioners are correctly informed, 
they are of the opinion that the amount of freight tendered, as appears from the present 
showing in this matter, would not justify an order requiring the railway company to furnish 
additional freight service where the amount tendered is comparatively small, and where it 
is inadequate to pay the operating expenses of such additional freight service. 

This is not a case where there is refusal on the part of the railway company to carry 
freight, but only where it is claimed that the shipper should have an opportunity to ship 
daily. 

The commissioners believe -that under the present showing the company is furnishing 
reasonable service, and unless a more substantial showing can be made they would feel 
Inclined to that opinion. 
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No. 1906—1898. 
JosiAH Martin, Bag^let, 



V. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way COMPANY. 



» Farm crossing with cattle guards. 



Complaint filed November 19, 1897. 

On November 19, 1897, a complaint was received from Mr. Josiah Martin, of 
Bagley, Iowa, that he had bo cattle gfuards at his farm crossing, used for passage 
for stock from one part of his farm to the other; that he had to drive his stock 
across the railway company's tracks daily to water and pasture; that he had two 
private farm crossings, neither of which was protected by cattle guards; that he 
wished the west crossing so protected. 

After considerable correspondence had been had, Mr. W. G. Collins, general 
manager of the Railway company, wrote the board, under date of April 15, 1898, 
that his company would put in cattle guards and wing fences at east crossing, 
which would be entirely satisfactory to Mr. Martin. On June 23, a letter was 
received from Mr. Martin, who said: ** The cattle guards and crossing are com- 
pleted alio, k." 



Overcharge on hay. 



No. 1907—1898. 
P. E. Weston, Carroll, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 

Complaint filed December 16, 1897. 

Under date of December 13, 1897, Mr. F. E. Weston wrote the commission 
that in January 1896, he had shipped hay from Castana to Carroll and the company 
had charged him $1 30 per ton, while the maximum rate fixed by the commission, 
taking effect July 1, 1896, would be $1.10 per ton; stating further that the agent 
of the company had informed him that he did not receive notification of change 
in rate until March, 1897. 

The matter was taken up with Mr. H. R. McCullough, vice-president Chicago 
& North-Western Railway company, who advised the board, April 14, 1898, that 
the claim had been adjusted. On May 3, 1898, Mr. Weston wrote the board: 
** My claim of overcharge against the Chicago & North-Western Railway com- 
pany has been adjusted and paid in full. Please accept thanks for the satisfac- 
tory adjustment of this claim." 

May 4, 1898. 
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No 1908-1898. 
N. L. GoocH, Avon, 



V. 



Overcharge on emigrant movables. 
Interstate. 



Chioago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 

Piled December 18, 1897. 

On December 18, 1897, Mr. N. L. Gooch, of Avon, made the following state- 
ment to the board, at its office in Des Moines: 

On or about the 15th of last October I called upon Mr. Hazard, local agent of the Ohicago 
& North- Western Railway company at Des Moines, for rates on car of emigrant movables 
from Oreeley, Col., to this city, and after telephoning his freight clerk he quoted me a rate of 
985, through to Des Moines, the freight to be paid upon arrival of the car at Des Moines, 
although I offered to pay it then. After getting quotations from other lines and finding that 
this was slightly lower than the rates quoted by these lines and relying upon this rate I 
ordered the car shipped, its contents being as per paid expense bill. The car was about half 
full of the goods. At Des Moines there was demanded $110, instead of the f85 as agreed. I 
couldn't get the goods without paying this amount, consequently I paid the same, but paid it 
under protest. This made the rate higher than It would have cost me by another line, deliv- 
ered at Avon station, to the amount of 110 or 81S. I demanded return of the difference, |25. 
Mr. Hazard does not deny the facts as I have stated them. 

Although this was an interstate shipment, over which the board assumed no 
control, yet, as it had been the universal practice of the board to present cases of 
apparent merit, like this, to the railroad officials, and having found the roads 
willing to protect quoted rates, this case was taken up with the general traffic 
department of the Chicago & North-Western Railway company. 

In the correspondence that followed the filing of this complaint it was devel- 
oped that the parties had misunderstood the rates quoted and that, in fact, no 
real overcharge had been made. However, in view of the fact that the shipper 
had misunderstood the quoted rates, the railway company refunded to Mr. Gooch 
$12.50 in full eettlement of the claim, and on July 8th the complainant advised the 
board that he had received the amount stated and thanked the commission for 
the interest they had taken in his case. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1909—1898. 
SouTHsroE Ice Company, Centerville. [ ^"^'^^^^^^1^^^^' ^^"^ ^^^ allowed for 

Enquiry filed December 23, 1897. 

On December 23, 1897, an enquiry was received from the Southside Ice Com- 
pany, of Centerville, concerning ** state rate for switching cars,'* etc. They 
were advised that some years previous the board hal fixed switching charges in 
the state of Iowa, but that later that decision was modified, the board holding 
to the view that each case should be investigated and decided upon its own mer- 
its. On January 7, 1898, this firm again addressed the board, asking how much 
time was allowed for unloading cars after the switching was done, and whether 
if they paid the charge demanded and submitted the matter to the board, that 
would be the proper manner to present the case. The commissioners answered 
that if they deemed the charge made by the railway company too high, the same 
could be paid under protest, reserving their right to take such further action as 
they might think proper. 
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Referring to the time allowed for ualoading, the oommiisioners quoted from 
their decision in the case of Rothschild & Co. v. Chicago & North- Western Rail- 
way company; report 1887, page 783: 

It is a matter of Judgment how long a consignee shoald be allowed the use of a car with- 
out payment. 

When there is no demand for cars the presumption is that the use of a car as a warehouse 
is not prejudicial to the carrier. 

The demand for cars shoald be an element in its determination. 

Under the conditions stated in that case, the board said ** they believed that 
twenty-four hours after the car has been placed in an accessible position and the 
consignee notified is a reasonable time for unloading.'' 

The complainants in this case were further advised that: 

The rule is not uniform among the railroads, and the matter is determined by each after 
considering the demands upon their equipment and their ability to meet such demand. 
These rules must be uniform in their applioation, and no discrimination must result. 

If a specific case arises in your business, the board will give it due consideration. 

January 12, 1898. 



No. 19:0-1898. 

Chicaqo, Book Island &Paoifio Rail- 
way Company 

V. 



Permission to condemn land for addi" 
tional depot grounds. 



JDennis Collins and Honora Kief, 
Iowa City. 

Application filed December 30, 1897. 

On date named, the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company petitioned 
the board for permission to condemn certain lands in Iowa City for additional depot 
grounds, as provided by law. February 24, 1898, was set for hearing of the same, 
and notice served on land owners named above. However, upon date set for 
hearing, Mr. Carroll Wright, attorney for the Chicago, Reck Island & Pacific 
Railway company, advised the board that the property in question had been pur- 
chased on terms satisfactory to all parties, and no further action on the part of 
the commission would be necessary. 

February 24, 1898. 



No. 1911—1898. 
A. E. Bruntsing, Hull, 



1 



^' j^ Stock kiUed, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. J 

Complaint filed December 31, 1897. 

Mr. A. E. Bruntsing, of Hull, Iowa, in a letter dated December 29, 1897, stated 
that a passenger train of respondent company last July ran over and killed two of 
his calves on his private open farm crossing, built with wing fences and cattle 
guards. 
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As is usual in such caseS) the complaint was laid before the railway company 
and Mr. A. J. Ear ling, second vice-president and general manager, said under 
date of January 13, 1898, that: 

According to the laws of Iowa, we have giyen him an open crossing without gates and 
with cattle guards. The train was running at a moderate rate of speed and crossing signals 
were given. The accident occurred on a curye, which prevented the oalyes from being seen 
until the train had reached within two or three hundred feet of the crossing; hence it was 
ImiKMsible to avoid striking them. 

Under these circumstances it does not seem as if the company is liable. 

While the board does not claim jurisdiction in matters involving private claims 
for money damages, yet this case was given more than an ordinary consideration 
on account of the accident occurring on an open crossing. The board held that 
unless negligence could be shown, the owner could not recover in this case. It 
would seem from sections 2055 and 2057 of the code that it was not intended that 
railway companies should be held responsible in any event, but only when they 
failed to comply with the law. The claim is made by the company that wing 
fences and cattle guards were erected and maintained at the time it was alleged 
that the calves were injured. If this is true and no negligence on the part of the 
company is shown, then no recovery could be had againt the company. The 
complainant was advised of the conclusions of the commissioners, and the case 
closed. 

February 22, 1898. 



No. 1912—1898. 
C. B, Knowles, Glenwood, 



V. 



Overcbarge on sbipment of cow. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quinoy Rail- 
road Company. 

Filed January 7, 1898. 

On date named the board received a complaint from Mr. C. B. Knowles, of 
Glenwood, that he had paid $9.96 freight rate on a cow estimated to weigh 2,000 
pounds, from Sioux City to Glenwood, stating that he had been informed that he 
had overpaid $2 or thereabouts. The case was taken up with the railway com- 
pany for investigation. It developed that the cow was shipped from Sioux City 
to Council Bluffs by the North- Western system at a charge of 32.8 cents per hun- 
dred, and 17 cents per hundred from Council Bluffs to Glenwood, via Chicago, 
Burlington & Qaincy, on estimated weight of 2,000 pounds. This being the proper 
charge for the distance which each company hauled the freight) there was no 
overcharge and the case is closed. 



No. 1913—1898. 
CinzBNS OF Coon Rapids 



V. 



Condition of stock yards. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Bail- 
way Company. 

Filed- January 18, 1898. 

On January 18, 1898, Senator Warren Garst filed with the board a communi- 
cation to him from Dr. E. B. Towne, of Coon Rapids, asking that he take up with 
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the oommissioners the mfttter of remeval of stock yards at that point. He ' 

enclosed a munerously-sfgned petition that had been presented to the council of 
the incorporated town of Ckx>n Rapids, asking that body to "take immediate 
action concerning the removal of the stock yards from their present location in 
said town, as they are a nuisance and detrimental to the good health of all who 
live near them." Dr. Towne stated in his letter that the council had taken no 
action. The matter was immediately brought to the attention of Mr. A. J. 
Earling, vice-president and general manager of the respondent company, and 
after some further correspondence Mr. Earling, on February 8, 1898, wrote the 
board as follows: 

I am adrlsed by our saperintendent that he has taken special pains to keep the stock 
yards at Ooon Bapids as cleanly as possible, and that no effort will be spared to keep 
them clean. In view of the fact, however, that there are now quite a number of resi- 
dences on the south side of the railway, in the immediate vicinity of the present location of 
the yards, we have concluded that we will remove them to a more suitable location as early 
in the spring as it is practicable to do work of that kind. In the meantime, we shall endeavor 
to keep them in such condition that there shall be no just cause for complaint. 

A copy of the foregoing was at once furnished Senator Garst, who advised the 
commission on February 9, 1898, that the case might be considered closed. 



No. 1914—1898. 

B. P. SCX)TT, GOIiDFIEIiD, 



V. 



SwhcbiDg, 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- \ 
ERN Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed January 28, 1898. 

Mr. B. P. Scott, of Goldfield, in a letter dated January 27, 1898, asked the 
commission whether the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company 
could be compelled to transfer a car of coal, for him, from Y, where it had been 
placed by the Chicago & North-Western, to coal house in his creamery. 

It developed from the correspondence that the coal shed and creamery belong- 
ing to Mr. Scott, while located on the railway company's right of way, had no 
track connection with the side tracks at that station, and that the car in question 
was simply to be transferred from the Y to the team track of the Burliogton, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern. This the railway company did not think should be 
required of them, inasmuch as the shipment of coal in question could have been 
routed over the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern instead of the Chicago & 
North-Western railway. 

The car in question was finally disposed of by being delivered to a party who 
had a coal shed located on the company's tracks and was unloaded therein. 

Mr. Scott was notified by the board that as at present advised the company 
should have switched the car as desired, but, in the judgment of the com- 
missioners, it would be entitled to a reasonable switching rate for the service, 
provided such switching rate or charge was made to all shippers alike at that 
station. 

April 7, 1898. 
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No. 1915—1898. 
George Wjslls Bank, Germania, 



V. 



O vercbarge — interstate. 



BuRiiiNQTON, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

Filed January 31, 1898. 

This was a complaint that on November 20, 1897, they shipped to Chicago a 
car containing 20,350 pounds flax, 99 sacks of timothy seed, 12,194 pounds and 23 
sacks millet, 2,822 pounds, first inquiring of the local agent of the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company if such a oar could be shipped at 
carload rates, and were informed by him that it could; that the rate on flax is 22 
cents per hundred, and on timothy and millet 30 cents per hundred; that the 
railroad company charged for 24,000 pounds of flax, and 43 cents per hundred on 
the millet and timothy, making an overcharge of $27.71, which amount they had 
submitted to the company, asking for remittance, which was refused. 

Although the case was not one properly within the jurisdiction of the board, 
yet, as is usual, an effort was made to bring about an amicable adjustment of the 
claim, and the same was taken up with the railway company with that end in 
view. Mr. C. J. Ives, president of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern 
Railway company, wrote the board on February 19, 1898, that authority had 
been received from other roads to pay the claim, and that same would be settled 
very soon. 

On March 19, 1898, George H. Wheelock, cashier of the George Wells bank, 
advised the commissioners that the claim had been paid in full. The case was 
thereupon closed. 

March 22, 1898. 



No. 1916—1898. 

SCHOLTES & POORTE, DAVID, 



V. 



Station serrice. 



Winona & Western Railway Com- 
pany. 

Filed February 10, 1898. 

On date named complainants wrote the board as follows: 

Our community has made several applications direct to Bupt. J. J. Mahoney, of the 
'Winona & Western railway, to open our depot and give us an agent, that we may enjoy the 
same privilege as they do at other stations. In each attempt they have failed to persuade 
Ur. Mahoney to allow them an agent. We are now asking for your aid in this matter. 

It is in your power to grant us an agent, and we request that you will take time to Investi- 
gate our town, note the business we are doing, and we feel certain that after an investigation 
lias been made you will see the necessity of our having an agent established here. 

We are having trouble In having goods shipped to us, as all goods must be prepaid. This 
makes it unhandy for the wholesale shippers, likewise ourselves; furthermore a person wish- 
ing to ship from this station never knows what the rate or cost might be. 

The case was taken up with the respondent railway company and after consid- 
erable correspondence had been had, Hon. W. L. Eaton, of Osage, Iowa, wrote 
the commissioners, sending letters from shippers who use the station of David. 
One of these letters was from the H. J. O'Neil Grain company, of Winona, Minn., 
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who have the only grain elevator at David, stating that they had never experi- 
enced any inconvenience in doing business at thab point. The other letter was 
from H. L. Wilson, of Osage, Iowa, who ships most of the stock fron the station 
of David. He says that for the last two years he has had vary little, if any, extra 
expense in handling stock at David on account of the company not having an 
agent there. Mr. Eaton said in his letter that: 

The enclosed showing makes the resolution of the company plain. I have personal knowl- 
edge of the entire matter from the baglnnlng of the building of the ro^d. Th )re never was 
the ndcesslty for the establishment of a station agent at that p3lnt, but on. acoount of the 
importunity of Mr. McLaughlin, and suggestions made by your board, the company, against 
their wish, established a station which was perfectly satisfactory at the tims. The con- 
ditions have never changed since. O a the contrary, the Illinois Odntral BiUroad compiny 
has built a piece of road from their main line to Stacy ville, which cuts off a large amount of 
territory which might be tributary to David, and there is less need of a station n3w thin 
there was before the new road was built. 

The firm of Scholtes & Poorte is a new one; they have a smill stare and do a small busi> 
ness. 

. We call your attention particularly to the letter of H. L. Wilson. He is the h 3aviest stock 
dealer and shipper In this vicinity, and his statements are entitled to weight. 

Notice, also, the statement of the H. J. O'Neil Grain company, who have the only elevator 
at David, and do all the business. 

It would be very unjust to require the railway company to go to the expense of keeping 
an agent and operator at th.ls point and the company cannot aff jrd to do It. 

Mr. J. Ji Mahoney, general superintendent of the railv^ay campany, made 
further answer to the complaint on March 5, 1898, and also called attention to the 
letters of H. L. Wilson and the O'Neil Grain company, stating that: 

Tou will agree with me that no one Is more interested than this company in obtaining at 
that point as much business as possible. I call your attention to letters attached, from ship- 
pers whose business at certain seasons of the year amounts to more in one week than the 
business of complainants amounts to In the whole year. 

The charges on all goods for complainants during the year 1896 was I833.S0, of which this 
oompany received $145.47. The Illinois Central railway have ballt a line lata Stsicy ville, cut- 
ting off, at least, one-third of the territory tributary to David. 

The amount of business at that point does not justify us in maintaining an agency. If at 
any future time that territory becomes more developed it will be to our interest to put a man 
there to look after our business. The country tributary to this station is very sparsely set- 
tled ati>resent. 

We strongly objected to opening a station at David on account of Its close proximity 
to Mclntlre, four miles on one side, and Little Oedar on the other three miles, the needs of the 
country did not require it then and does not now. We established this station at the request 
of the commissioners and hope you will not, at this time, require us to Incur any additional 
expense to care for the very limited amount of business tributary to that station. 

Copy of the ansv^er of the railv^ay company was sent the complainants for the 
purpose of giving them an opportunity to make further showing. Nothing being 
heard from them they were again asked, Ov^tobar 22, 1893, to state their inten- 
tions respectiDg this case and, as nothing has been heard from them, and the 
commission are unable to obtain any answer to their communications, the matter 
may be regarded as closed. 

November 30, 1898. 
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No. 1916i— 1898. 
G. F. Thomas, Swba City, 



V. 



Site for elevator at Armstrong. 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

Complaint filed February 16, 1898. 

Mr. G. F. Thomas, of Swea City, complained to the board that the respondent 
railway company had refused to grant him site for elevator at Armstrong. The 
matter was brought to the attention of Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the 
railway company, who, in a letter to the board, said: 

Answering yours relative to abDve, and prior commnnloations addressed to this office In 
behalf of Mr. G. F. Thomas, I desire to say that there are now three elerators located on our 
depot grounds at Armstrong, which are operated by reputable persoas. These houses fully 
meet all the business demands at that point, and, therefore, as it would not in any way add 
to the shipping facilities of that station or ricinity, and feeling assured that the market 
demands are fully met by these houses, we must respectfully decline Mr. Thomas* request, as 
we fully believe all the public demands are fully met by the present market that is main- 
tained by these three grain elevators at Armstrong. 

After some farther correspondence was had, Mr. Thomas wrote the board on 
April 23, 1898: 

I desire to withdraw my application, and thank you for the effort put forth in my behalf . 
April 25, 1898. 



No. 1917—1898. 

W. H. WiSHARD, WELLMAN, 



V. 



" Goods damaged in transit* 



Burlington, Cedar Bapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

Complaint filed February 21, 1898. 

Mr. W. H. Wishard, of Wellman, Iowa, on February 19, 1898, wrote the board 
that in a shipment of windows from a sash factory at Muscatine, a large one wa ^ 
broken in transit, for which the railway company declined to settle, as it was 
billed at *' owner's risk." 

The matter was taken up with the railway company, a.nd Mr. W. P. Brady, 
general agent, answered that no claim had been received from Mr. Wishard by 
that company, and if he would file such claim as he might have with their claim 
department, it would receive prompt attention. 

On June 21, 1898, Mr. Wishard wrote the board that he had filed his claim the 
previous fall with the claim department of that company, and Mr. Banks, freight 
claim agent, stated they would not pay it, '^but when I referred the matter to 
the commissioners, the claim was paid at once.*' 

June 30, 1898. 
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No. 1918—1898. 
Brunino Bros., Breda, 



V. 



Failure to hamiah cars. 



Ghioago & North-Western Railway 
Company. 

Filed February 22, 1898. 

Messrs. Bruning Bros. compJained that they could not obtain cars for ship- 
ment of grain; that their elevators were full and they must have relief. The 
matter was taken up by telegraph with the railway company, who wrote that they 
had endeavored to meet the requirements of the complainants. On date of Feb- 
ruary 22, Mr. W. A Gardner, assistant superintendent, wrote the board as follows: 

We have f umlBhed this firm with five empty cars from the 12th to the 90th Insts., inclusive, 
which Is their proportioa of the empty cars we have had to distribute. The week of severe, 
weather the first of the month froze the slips up so the vessels could not get to the ele- 
vators, and they were embarrassed in unloading our cars. Since that trouble was straight- 
ened out, we have been seriously Interfered with by snow storms, and It has really been 
up-hill work to supply the demands for cars. 

However, our situation bids fair to Improve very materially; In fact It has In the last 
forty-eight hours, and we will make extraordinary efforts to take care of your state. 

Complainants were duly informed of the conditions then obtaining, and the 
case was closed upon the records. 



No. 1919—1898. 

Tennessee Cedar and Timber Com- 
pany, Wanamaker, 



■\ 



V. 



Overcharge on account of charging' 
for stakes furnished by shipper — 
interstate. 



Chicago, Burlington & Qdincy Rail- 
road Company and Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. 

Complaint filed February 24, 1898. 

The following letter was received by the board from the complainants in this 

matter and explains the situation fully: 

We have been shipping In carload lots, piling, poles, etc., from Tennessee and Alabama 
Into this state. The railway company furnish us flat cars on which to load this material, we 
having to furnish stakes, wire, etc., and place them on said cars In such a way as to form a 
frame or rack by which to secure loads on said cars. This material which we have to furnish 
for said purpose will usually weigh from 1,000 to 1,600 pounds. These cars, after being loaded, 
are weighed and we don't only have to furnish the above named material In order to load 
cars, but have been paying freight on It, which we have always considered wrong and an 
Imposition, especially having to pay the freight on something that properly constitutes a 
part of the car for this use. Now we would like you to please Inform us If this rule 12 In the 
Iowa schedule of rates will apply to cars shipped Into this state from above named points. 

The complainants were advised that the shipments concerning which they 
wrote were interstate and* therefore not within the jurisdiction of the Iowa com- 
mission, but upon receipt of expense bills, etc., the case would be taken up with 
the officials of the railway companies and, if possible, an amicable adjustment 
made of the overcharge, if any was found to exist. 

The complainants sent expense bills showing the amount of charges paid, 
weight of shipments, etc., and the whole matter was taken up with Mr. W. C. 
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Brown, gfeneral manafifer Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company, and 
Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice-president and general manager Chicago, Rock Island 
asd Pacific Railway company. 

The efforts of the board to bring about a satisfactory adjustment of the matter 
with the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company seemed unavailing, 
but Mr. W. C. Brown, of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad company, 
wrote the board July 22, 1898, that: 

On Inyestlgatlon I find that deductions for weight of racks, etc., were not made In the 
cases referred to, and while It would perhaps be better for the claimants to make the claim 
in the nsual way and have It go through the regular course, on account of the long delay In 
the Investigation, I have directed our freight department to settle this claim at once, and 
check and voucher will be forwarded without any further delay." 

The complainants were duly advised of the result of the correspondence had 
with the companies and with this the case is closed. 
August 1, 1898. 



No. 1920-1898. 
C. H. Springer, Sprinqer, 



V. 



Facilities at Stacjyille Junction, 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. 

Piled February 25, 1898. 

Mr. C. H. Springer, postmaster of Springer, Iowa, wrote the board that he 
had been requested by a number of persons to make complaint with reference to 
the inconvenience and poor accommodation given the traveling public at a point 
known as Stacyville Junction; that the Illinois Central Railroad company had no 
depot there, although passengers are daily carried to and from said point. 

The case was at once taken up with the railroad company, and Mr. J. T. Har- 
ahan, second vice-president, under date of March 1st, stated that investigation 
developed the fact that there was no business of any consequence at Stacyville 
Junction, and that there were no good reasons why facilities should be provided 
f r handling passengers . 

Mr. Harahan stated further that he had directed the general superintendent 
to arrange to discontinue stopping trains at the junction for the purpose of 
receiving or discharging passengers. Later the board was advised that the rail- 
road company had established a station known as Toeterville, but a short distanoe 
east of the point known as Stacyville Junction, and inasmuch as no further com- 
plaint has been received with reference to passenger accommodations at the 
junction, this may be regarded as satisfactorily disposing of the case. 

December 1, 1898. 
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No. 1021—1898. 
H. N. BOUTIUEB, Britt, 1 



▼. 



Remorml •/ comi s&eds, etc 



Chicago, Milwaukkb & &r. PaulRah^ j 

WAY COMPANT. J 

Complftiiit filed March 2, 1806. 

On March 2, 1808, the board recMTed eamplaiiit from Mr. H. N. Boatilier, of 
Britt, Iowa, that he had been ordered hy the railway company to remove certain 
bnlldings on their right of way, that he had been naing for the porpoee of selling 
coal, feed, etc., etc. ; that a year ago he had leased to another party, but that he 
had now been ordered to racafce. 

The case was taken up with the company, and General Manager A. J. Barling, 
of the respondent company, stated that it had develoiied that for want of means 
Mr. Boatilier wa9 unable to carry on a coal and wood boslness; that it was imma- 
terial to the company who occupied its grounds, so long as the occupants were 
able to carry on the business properly and supply the needs of the community; 
that parties had endeavored to purchase buildings of Mr. Boutilier, but the price 
asked was exorbitant, and as his lease expired soon the company, for reasons 
stated, had declined to renew it. 

Some considerable correspondence was had, and members of the board had 
personal conference with the officers of the company. However, the buildings 
were disposed of by Mr. Boutilier to other parties, who were given a lease of the 
premises, and the commissioners having no further jurisdiction in the matter the 
case was ordered closed. 

December 31, 1808. 



i. 



Application for permission to con- 
demn additional depot grounds. 



No. 1022—1808. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Bail- 
way Company, 

V. 

Samuel Tetters, Eldridge Junction, 
Iowa. 

Filed March 2, 1808. 

J. C. Cook, solicitor for the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, 
on March 2d filed application of his company for permission to condemn addi- 
tional depot grounds at Eldridge Junction, Iowa, belonging to one Samuel Tet- 
ters. Hearing was set for March 18, 1808, and notice issued accordingly, but was 
postponed on request of attorney for defendant. Later it developed that Mr. 
. Tetters sold the land in question and on May 12, 1808, Judge Cook advised the 
board that the company had purchased sufficient land for its purposes at Eldridge 
Junction, thus obviating the necessity of further action by the board. 
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No. 1923—1898. 
Citizens op Root's Siding, 



V. 



► Petition for depot. 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

FUed March 3, 1896. 

On date named, petition of D. Kimball and others, residents of Root's Siding, 
In Butler county, was filed with the board, asking that depot building be pro- 
vided at that place for the accommodation of the patrons of th^ company. 

The petitioners represented that the station of Root's Siding had been estab- 
lished during the thirteen years last past; that it is distant from the town of 
Greene about seven miles and about the same distance from Clarksville, both on 
railroad; that these towns are the nearest railway stations to Root's Siding having 
depots; that Root's Siding contained a postoffice, grain house and elevator, stock 
yards, one general store, blacksmith shop and wagon shop; that the country 
Immediately adjacent to this point is thickly settled with farmers, many of whom 
do their trading at said place and receive their mail at said postoffice; that par- 
ties desiring to take the train at said point have to expose themselves to all kinds 
of inclement weather, there being no accommodations of any kind for the use of 
the patrons of the road. 

Copy of petition was submitted to President C. J. Ives, of the railway company, 
who, under date of March 25, 1896, wrote the board, saying: 

Hare yours of the 3d in regard to the Root's Biding matter, and would say this Is having 
attention, but there are several matters connected therewith to be considered and It will take 
some little time to decide what Is best. The present siding Is not on such ground as a perma- 
nent station should be located on, and it may be that the location will be entirely changed 
although I should prefer the erection of a small waiting room at the present point and let 
matters run as they are for a while. Will advise you, however, when the final determination 
Is made. 

Copy of Mr. Ives' answer was furnished Mr. Joseph Packard, for the petition- 
ers, who replied on March 30, 1896, that: 

The petitioners do not desire to urge unreasonable haste, but would strongly object to a 
temporary waiting room, erected with the view of making It permanent, with no agent In 
charge. We can Infer from the letter written to you by the railway company that It may be 
the wish of the company to erect a small waiting room and place it In charge of Mr. Root, who 
lives near the siding, or speaking more correctly, at the siding. This would not satisfy the 
petitioners at all. Our past experience has been that we cannot do business with Mr. Root, 
as his individual Interests conflict with the Interests of the petitioners, who may desire to 
use the station and shipping facilities of the road. Our idea is to have a small depot erected 
and have a man in charge of It, at the depot and not at some dwelling house some distance 
from the depot. We would have no reason for objecting to a change of the present location 
of the station, or rather the place where patrons of the road are required, at present, to take 
trains and do business. We hope that Mr. Ives is sincere and that he will not seriously delay 
the matter. We believe that enough business is done at Root's Siding to warrant the railway 
company to place a disinterested agent in charge of the business and keep him at the depot. 

Later, May 6, 1896, a letter was received from Mr. R. Root, which is here set 
out in full: 

To the Honorable Board of HaVLrood QofmrnixsUiruTt of the State of Iowa: 

Gkntlkmsn— A few weeks ago there was a petition gotten up at this place asking the rail- 
road commissioners to see that there was a depot put In here to accommodate passengers that 
occasionally took the train here, and it is all right that people should have a shelter while 
waiting for a train. The signers of that petition signed It with no other project in view 
except to have a small waiting room here. But since sending in the petition there are some 
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few that are anxious to hare the location of the side track changed, bnt there are nine-tenths 
of those petitioners that would be rery much opposed to changing the location of the side 
track and, if necessary, I could get petitioners to a remonstrance showing this to be the fact. 
Borne nine years ago I moved onto this farm (which I have owned over forty years) and com- 
menced buying and shipping grain, but had shipped but a short time before the general 
freight agent, Mr. Utt, required me to put up a building for the purpose of handling grain, as 
they said they could not furnish cars to stand on the side track for me to load. I accordingly 
complied with his request and put up an elevator, have put in a cleaning mill and, of course, 
an engine to do the work, and I have bought grain and shipped every year since, and with 
what I ship and the farmers ship there are about seventy-five cars shipped yearly. The side 
track has been here some sixteen or seventeen years and there has never been an accident at 
this place, and everything has run smoothly. Now if the side track is moved from this place 
the elevator they required me to erect will be useless to me only in the way of using it as a 
granary ; of course ihe elevator and mill will be useless, also engine, and now I write you to 
know if there is no relief in my case after doing business these years and complying with all 
they have asked of me? Have they the right to tear up the side track and leave this building 
worthless, besides depriving me of doing business as I have done so many years? When the 
road was put through here I paid 11,000 in cash toward the road, paid 5 per cent tax without 
paying it uader protest and have always worked for the interest of the road. Now I will 
venture to say there are a very small number of the petitioners that signed for a waiting 
room that own any real estate here; they are either renters or day laborers and very few ever 
take the train here. I understand that the man that is most anxious to have the side track 
moved has tendered them 10 acres of land as an inducement to move the side track. If there 
is not sufficient ground here, owned by the company, for a depot, they can get it close to 
their right of way. But now I appeal to you oommissioners that are appointed to protect the 
interests of the public and ask you not to allow this side track to be moved. I think if you 
would come on to the ground and look the ground over you could readily see whether they 
have sufficient reason for making a change. If you think it worth while to get up a remon- 
strance against moving the side track I will do so, as it is evident that It accommodates more 
people here than it would were It moved, this being Just half way between Greene and Olarks- 
vllle, and many come here with grain, from the east and south, that would have to draw 
their grain to OlarksvlUe or Plainfleld, and would do so if the side track was moved, and this 
is also a central place for taking in stock that would have to be taken many miles further by 
wagon in case it was moved. I trust, as you are for the interest of the majority of the pat- 
rons of this road at this point, you will give it your most careful inspection before allowing it 
to be moved. The surveyors came up from the Rapids to-day to survey the ground where 
they propose to move the track; this Is why I have written you at this time. Please let me 
hear from you in regard to this statement and you will greatly oblige. 

B. Boot. 

Copies of these latter letters from the petitioners, were sent the railway com- 
pany for answer, and on May 9, 1896, Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the com- 
pany, made answer thereto, in substance that the company had definitely decided 
to locate a station at some point between Clarksville and Greene on the main line 
of this road, the distance between the two points being now about fourteen miles; 
that Root's Siding, which is merely what its name indicates, there not being any 
station there, but only a platform to accommodate passengers, is just half way 
between these two points, which is about the only thing that would recommend 
it as a site for a depot; that railway company's track is located on a grade in both 
directions from Root's, and the station grounds are on a curve which makes it 
an undesirable point for a permanent depot; that about one-quarter of a m le 
north of Root's, the road becomes level, and there are good approaches to the 
track, situated on the owner's, Mr. Packard's land, in both directions; that as a 
matter of security to the traveling public and an additional protection to the com- 
pany, it has been decided that the station and side track should be placed on this 
level plane; that Mr. Root having enjoyed the privilege of a siding on his farm 
for so many years, is naturally opposed to any change; that the railway company 
have nothing but the kindest feeling for him and his friends, but the only advan- 
tage that the present location offers is its equal distance between Clarksville and 
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Greene; that the other advantages are all in favor of the location about one-quar- 
ter mile north of the present point; that it would be a source of satisfaction to 
the company to have the board view the scene, and determine whether oir not 
the proposition contained in this letter is reasonable; that if the members would 
like to do so, the vice-president and general superintendent, Mr. Robert Williams 
and Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent, in company with chief engineer, Mr. H. P. 
White, would be very glad to visit the scene at any time that they might select. 

Subsequent to the receipt of. this letter, the board were advised that negotia- 
tions were pending between the parties interested and tbe difference in the loca- 
tion of the present siding and where it was proposed to locate it, was so slight, no 
date was fixed for inspection and hearing. A conference with parties having an 
interest in the matter was, however, held at Cadar Rapids, where it was made 
known just what the company contemplated doing, and later the commissioners 
being informed that the resolution on the part of the railway company to remove 
the station had been adandoned for the present, the case may be regarded closed, 
unless reopened by the parties thereto. 

December 1, 1893. 



No. 1924—1898. 

ISAAO WiLLSON, HENDERSON, 



V. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Farm crossing. 



Complaint filed March 14, 1898. 

On date of March 3, 1898, Mr. Isaac Willson, of Henderson, Iowa, wrote the 
board substantially as follows: 

I with an open crossing on the Oarson Branch of the Ohloago, Burlington & Qaincy rail- 
road at a point about one-half mile north of Henderson, for this is my only outlet of getting 
to the public highway and town and school. These gates are too heavy for my children to 
open. I have land on both sides of the railroad. My land runs to the highway. I have asked 
the company to open up several times and they won't. This is quite a damage to me. My 
team has run off once and tore up things, while I was shutting the gates. 

The case was taken up with the railroad company at once, under date March 
16th. Mr. C. M. Leyy, superintendent of Iowa lines, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 
Railroad company, advised the board that the matter had been investigated and 
the company had granced to Mr. Willson the crossing asked for. After some 
further correspondence, Mr. Willson wrote the board stating the crossing was 
now *'all satisfactory." 

August 13, 1898. 
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No. 1926—1898. 
Pbank Anderson, Road Supervisor, ' 
Dawson, 

y. Highway crossing^Inqtury concern' 

iog rights of railway company, 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed, March 15, 1898. 

This was an inquiry by Mr. Frank Anderson, road superyisor, concerning the 
rights of parties, both the road district and the railway company, when a new 
highway had been located which in its course crossed the right of way of the rail- 
way company. 

Mr. Anderson stated that the highway in question was established as a ^* con- 
sent highway " and the railway company was given notice to open the road, but 
declined to do so because they had had no knowledge of the establishment of the 
highway, consequently a petition was again circulated and signed by all property 
owners on each side of the highway to the railway company's right of way; a com- 
mission was appointed by the county auditor who reported favorably on the estab- 
lishment of the road; appraisers were appointed who assessed damages to railway 
company; bonds had been given for payment of damage and costs and the road 
question was to be passed upon at the next meeting of the board of supervisors. 

Mr. Anderson further stated that the damages had been assessed at $60, 
which the property owners were ready to pay, and that he had offered to do all 
the necessary grading for $3. He asked an opinion from the board as to whether 
or not, under the circumstances, the railway company could decline to put in the 
crossing. 

After carefully considering the matter the board informed Mr. Anderson that 
it was the opinion of the commissioners, under the circumstances attending the 
proposed crossing, it was not a case in which the board could interfere, inasmuch 
as the board of supervisors have exclusive jurisdiction over highways and the 
establishment thereof. If it should be made to appear after the public highway 
had been opened that the same was in any way dangerous or hazardous to the 
public, where it crossed the railway company's track, and by reason thereof, then 
the board of railroad commissioners would assume to act in the matter. 

Nothing further having been heard from Mr. Anderson, it is assumed that the 
matter was arranged amicably, and satisfactorily, to all parties. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1926—1898. 
Raymond & Raymond, A loon a, 

V. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



Highway crossing— grade. 



Complaint filed March 17, 1898. 

On date named complaint was made that the Burlington, Cedar Rapids <& 
Northern Railway company had failed to open highway where it crossed their 
right of way on section line between sections 16 and 21, Ledyard township, Kos- 
suth county. 
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The matter was taken up with Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the com- 
pany, and after some further correspondence, Mr. Brady advised the board, on 
June 27, 1898, tbat the crossing had been put in and had been ready for public 
use for some time past, thus satisfying complaint, i^. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1927—1898. 
W. L. DOBLER, Vail, 

V. 

Chicago & North-Western Railway 
Company. 



Stock killed. 



Filed March 29, 1898. 

On March 29, 1898, Mr. W. L. Dobler wrote the board that on NoTember 12, 
1892, he had a heifer killed on the Chicago & North- Western system between 
Vail and West Side, through a defect in railway company's fence; that the animal 
was appraised at $12. Aleo on the night of Juse 4, 1894, there was a colt killed 
on right of way, supposedly getting onto the track through the gate which had 
been left open by some one; this animal was worth $70. 

Mr. Dobler stated that he put in a claim for the heifer which had never been 
allowed, but that he had sot put in a claim for the colt because he had been 
informed that on account of the gate being found open he could recover no 
damages. 

While the commissioners have always held that they could not render an 
award of money damages in private claims, yet they take up such matters when 
brought before them with the railway company for the purpose of bringing about, 
if possible, an amicable adjustment thereof, and following this rule this claim was 
presented to Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager of the Chicago & North- 
western Railway company, who on April 11, 1898, wrote the board substantially 
as follows: 

I find that the heifer referred to was found dead on the company's right of way about 
ninety-six feet frc m a farm gtte which Mr. Dobler has in the company's right of way fence. 
There is a corresponding gate on the company's right of way, and it is the custom to drive 
stcck across the track tbiough these two gates. It is not known in what manner the heifer 
came upon the company's right of way. The fence was Intact and the gates were closed. The 
company certainly is not liable for this damage, and the claim was declined. 

In the case of the colt, I find the animal came upon the company's right of way through 
one of the farm gates referred to above, and which had been left open either by Mr. Dobler or 
by some of his people. In this case also, the company Is certainly not liable, and although we 
have no record of any claim having been presented for this colt, we should decline it if pre- 
sented. My investigation brings cut the fact that at the time the oolt was killed the farm 
gates referred to had often been left open, and that our men had frequently closed them and 
remonstrated with Mr. Dobler for the carelessness. It also brings out the fact that he was in 
the habit of turning his cattle onto the company's right of way to graze, and in the week end- 
ing with June 0, 4894, he was twice obliged by our section men to collect his cattle and drive 
them from our right of way. 

It is the practice of the North- Western Railway company to settle promptly all proper 
and fair claims for injury or damage to stock. We could not, however, undertake to adjust 
claims of the nature referred to In this correspondence. 

A copy of the above was sent Mr. Dobler, who made reply thereto on April 
18, 1898, still asserting that the heifer got through the fence onto the track and 
not through a gate, and that the colt got onto the track not through an open gate 
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on his own land, baton a neighbor's, and withdraws his claim for the latter animal. 

The commission haHn^ failed in this case to bring: about any amicable adjust- 
ment of the claims presented, dosed the same upon the records. 

December 1, 1808. 



No. 1928—1898. 
A. A. Weston, Victor, 

V. 



Overebarge in passenger fare. 



Chicago, Bock Islands Pacific Bail- 
way Company. 

Complaint filed April 11, 1898. 

On date named Mr. A. A. Weston complained that while the distance from 
Victor to Ladora was less than six miles, cenductors always pulled seven miles 
from his milesge book. The matter was taken up with Mr. W. H. Truesdale, 
second vice-president and general manager of the company, who, on April 22, 
1898, stated that investigation disclosed that the company had been in error in 
calling the distance seven miles, due to computing the mileage from a time card 
in effect prior to the year 1890, since which time there had been a readjustment 
of the alignment, decreasing the distance; adding that instructions had been 
issued to conductors in future to detach the correct mileage from the mileage 
books. 

May 18, 1898. 



No. 1929—1898. 
Geo. Falkenhamer, Vinton, 

V. 



!• 



Train connections — Passengers on 
freight trains. 



BURiiiNOTON, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

Complaint filed April 30, 1898. 

On date named the foUowiag communication was received from Mr. George 
Falkenhamer, dated Vinton, Iowa, April 29, 1898: 

I desire to call your attention to the following in reference to the Bnrllngton, Oedar 
Rapids & Northern Railway company : 

Vinton is the junction where one must transfer from the west for the north; the only 
train scheduled between sunrise and sunset which connects with a train north is away 
freight. It hardly ever misses the connection. When, however, this train is behind its 
schedule it unnecessarily compels one to travel from here 'at 12:55 a.m. The station agent 
very kindly wired for a permit to allow me to ride to La Porte on a train (regular freight, but 
not permitted to carry passengers) which leaves here perhaps an hour after the arrival of 
the freight from the west. This was refused. 

Were the Burlingtoo, Oedar Rapids & Northern compelled to carry passengers on this No. 
11, at least when they fail connecting with their Waverly passenger train, it would remove a 
great source of inconvenience. 

The matter was taken up with Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Kail way company, who, under date May 18, 1898, 
advised the board that on May 8th last, time table No. 95 went into effect, and 
that on examination it would be seen that train No. 3, which at the time 'of th!« 
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complaint was carded to leave Vinton at 2:59 p. M. for points north, under the 
new card leaves that station at 4:15 p. M., and that train No. 60, that under card 
in effect at the time of the complaint referred to above reached Vinton at 7:32 
p. M., is now due to arrive there at 2:05 p. m., which ''I am sure gives a satis- 
factory connection from the west at that station to points north of that point." 

Mr. Falkenhamer was advised of the new arrangement, but letter was returned 
''unclaimed," subsequent letters being likewise returned. The case is closed. 

May 18, 1898. 



No. 1930—1898. 
Citizens of Johnson County, 



1 



^' i PcUtition for depot at HilTs Siding. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 

Petition filed May 2, 1898. 

This was a petition that a depot be built at this siding, and an agent appointed 
to have charge of shipping interests there. 

The case was submitted to the railway company, and Mr. W. P. Brady, gen- 
eral agent, advised the board that he had made certain propositions to parties 
interested, looking toward the erection of a depot at the point in question, and 
inasmuch as nothing further has been heard from the petitioners, the case for the 
present will be regarded as closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1931—1898. 
Reminoton Bros, Murray, 

V. 

Chioaoo, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Stock killed. 



Filed August 11, 1898. 

On August II, 1898, the complainants in this matter wrote the board that: 

As we were driving our cattle across the crossing on the night of May 18th, No. 13, short 
passenger, came around the curve at the rate of about forty miles an hour, did not whistle for 
the crossing until within about ten rods of crossing, did not whistle or ring the bell for the 
stock, made no attempt to stop, and killed a valuable cow for us. Is this under your juris- 
diction? If not, what is the proper course to pursue? 

In answering this complaint, the board advised Messrs. Remington Bros, that 
while the commission had general supervision over the railways in the manner 
and method of the conduct of their business with the public, yet in a case where 
the claimant's only remedy is that of a recovery for damages, it would not have 
jurisdiction. They were further informed that the attention of the company 
would be directed to the fact that there was an omission on its part to properly 
sound the whistle and ring the bell at this crossing. 
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In pursuanoe of its usual oourae, the case was taken up with the railroad com- 
pany with a view to bringiagf about an amicable adjustment of the matter. 

On August 17, 1898, Mr. C M. Levey, superintendent of Chicago, Burlington &o 
Quincy Railroad company, disclaimed any liability of his company for the acci- 
dent, stating inasmuch as a careful investigation showed that all the statutory 
requirements in respeot to the signals had been fully compiled with, and that no 
negligence could be attributed to any of their train men, the company declined 
to entertain the claim. 

The board deeming that it had done all it could under the law in this matter, 
the case was closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1932—1898. 
Joel J. Smith, West Branch, 

V. 



Stock killed. 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Nothern 

Railway Company. 

Complaint filed May 12, 1898. 

May 12, 1898, Mr. J. J. Smith, of West Branch, Iowa, filed claim with the 
board for a cow killed on the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern railway on 
April 7, 1898. Mr. Smith said the company did not seem to be willing to make 
satisfactory settlement. He claimed the value of the cow to be $40, and stated 
Ms neighbors told him his estimation was toQ low. 

The matter was at once taken up with the railway company, but Mr. Smith 
was advised by the board that it was donesalely with the object in view of having^ 
an amicable adjastment made of the claim, as the board uniformly held it had no 
authority to render a money judgment in matters of this nature. 

Mr. W. P. Brady, in answer to this claim on May 13, 1898, said: 

I am in receipt of yours of the 12th inst., written la behalf of Joel J. Smith, of West 
Branch, Iowa, who claims to have had a cow killed by one of the trains of the company about 
one and one^iuarter miles south of West Branch, Oedar county, on April 7th, last, and In 
reply would say that we have a report of this accident, and that the owner, Mr. Smith, has 
served a legal notice which will expire June 5th, next. If we do not make a settlement of the 
claim with him within the period of thirty days the notice calls for, he will have a right to 
sue the company to recover double damages. We are now investigating his claim and hope 
to dispose oflt without litigation; the only trouble in the way of our doing so is that Mr. Smith 
stands arbitrarily for t40, while some of his neighbors assessed the value of the animal at not 
to exceed Sao. We have made him an offer of 132.40 for the claim, denying all liability, and 
would be willing to increase that amount to 135, provided we could get an amicable settlement 
with him on that basis. 

Mr. Smith was furnished a copy of this letter and was advised that the board 
had exhausted its resources in endeavoring to secure a settlement for him, and 
that while it regretted it had been unable to effect a satisfactory adjustment, it 
could render him no further assistance. 

June 13, 1898. 
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No. 1933—1898. 

W. S. POBTBB, OBTSNT, "j 

^ « ^* - ^ ^ S Fencing right oi way. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- j « « 

ROAD Company. J 

Filed, May 17, 1898. 

On May 17, 1898, Mr. W. S. Porter, of Orient, wrote the board, stating tnat he 
had previously notified the company about fencing right of way along his land in 
the west end of Orient, stating that his place was fenoed all around except the 
right of way. 

The matter was at once taken up with the railroad company, and on May 31, 
1898, Mr. C. M. Levey, the superintendent of Iowa lines, advised the board that 
order had been made by him to have the fence built for Mr. Porter, and on 
August 27, 1898, the complainant wrote the board that the company had put in 
the fence and the case is thus closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1934—1898, 
F. R. Campbell, Bismarck, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



^ Calf killed. 



Complaint filed, May 18, 1898. 

On above date, Mr. F. R. Campbell, of Bismarck, Iowa, complained to the 
board that a train of the respondent company had killed a calf belonging to him. 
While the commission does not assume jurisdiction in matters of private claims 
for damages, yet it endeavors in all such cases, to bring about an amicable settle- 
ment, and in this case called the attention of the railway company to the claim. 
After some correspondence, Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the company, 
advised the board that claim had been allowed, and on June 21, 1898, Mr. Camp- 
bell wrote, saying: *^The claim has been paid. Thanks for the assistance I 
received from the board." 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1935— 1898. 

MBS. J. W. Beyers, Hull, 

V. 

CHiCAGp, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



Stock killed. 



Complaint filed May 20, 1898. 

Of date May 19, 1898, Mrs. J. W. Beyers, of Hull, wrote the board, stating that 
a train of the respondent company had on August 22, 1897, run over and killed a 
yaluable cow belonging to her, for whioh she had made claim of $40, but that no 
attention had been paid to it. 
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While the unvarying position of the board has been that it can exercise no 
jurisdiction in matters of private claims for damages, yet the case was laid before 
the ofBoials of the company with a view to bringing about an amicable adjust- 
ment. The company, however, declined to make any settlement of the claim, 
alleging that **the cow was killed on a private crossing. A man was driving 
several head of cattle across the track where the animal was struck. The track 
is straight for some distance and approaching train could have been seen if 
proper care had been used." 

Upon this statement of the company's position, Mrs. Beyers was advised that 
her proper remedy would be in the courts that could render a money judgment. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1936—1898. 

WlIililAM SOUTHALIi & SONS, PlERSON, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



> Loss of grain in transit. 



Filed June 24, 1898. 

On date named Messrs. Southall & Sons filed complaint that: 

On December 10, 1897, we had a car of wheat and two cars of corn wrecked a t Lake View 
on the Ohicago & North- Western railway. • The wheat was all lost and the corn was short 279 
bushels, 28 pounds 

We put in bur claim as follows: 

Oorn, 879 bushels. 96 pounds, at 17H cents I 47.86 

'Wheat, 1,089 bushels, 5 pounds, at 87 cents 947.50 

Total 1995.86 

They came to us to-day and wanted us to settle for: 

150 bushels of corn at 17H cents S 25.68 

1,000 bushels of wheat 736.00 

Our figures are the correct amount of grain that we lost and the corn was sold at 17^ 
cents per bushel, and our other wheat that arrived at Chicago before and at the same time 
this car should have got to Chicago, netted us 87 cents. When the grain was wrecked it 
threw us out of the money and we had to go to the bank and pay 10 per cent interest. We have 
already paid 18.35 interest on this money and we are anxious that it will not run longer than 
possible. The wreck was the fault uf the train men. They left tiac Olty with one car wheel 
blazing three feet high, consequently they were wrecked before they got to Lake View. 

While this was a private claim for money damages, yet the board, as is their 
custom in such cases where the parties desire it, took up the matter with the 
railway company, and on February 3, 1898, Mr. R. C. Richards, general claim 
agent of Chicago & North- Western Railway company, made the following 
answer: 

On the loth of December last complainants shipped from Pierson, Iowa, Chicago & North- 
western car 55146 loaded with wheat, which, according to their written shipping directions, 
contained 60,000 pounds consigned to New York, and also shipi>ed I. T. B. B. car 20021 and 
Chicago & North-Western car 16882 loaded with corn, consigned to Geneva, 111., which they 
stated in their shipping directions contained 60,000 pounds respectively. The car of wheat 
was wrecked in transit, and the contents so mixed with other cars that we were unable to 
identify it, so as to make delivery to the consignees. 

One of our cars (20021) of com was also damaged in the wreck, but its contents were trans- 
ferred to Chicago & North-Western car 57534, and delivered with little loss to the consignees. 



BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 71 

This company is entirely willing to pay complainants what would be a fair and reason- 
able amount for the loss which they have sustained, but belieTing that they are mistaken as 
to the amount of wheat and corn loaded into these cars, and as the iuTestigation shows that 
their methods of determining weights are very inaccurate, we made the proposition of pay- 
ment to them, which is set out in their communication to you, and which we believe to be 
fair and reasonable, except that the freight charges should not have been deducted from the 
amount which we offered to allow, although we believe the complainants have charged a 
cent or two per bushel more than their wheat would have brought them if it had come 
through and been delivered to consignees. We would therefore be willing to pay them 1870 for 
the wheat and 826.2S for the corn. If upon refl action they oonclude to accept that amount, 
advise me and we will arrange to have same properly paid. 

The delay in answering your communication has been caused by my absence from the 
city. 

On February 4, 1898, copy of Mr. Richards' communioation was sent the com- 
plainants, and nothing being heard from the camplainants, they were asked on 
April 6th, and again on June 14th, to advise the board whether any settlement of 
their claim had been made. Nothing being heard, however, it may be safely 
assumed that the matter has been amicably adjusted, and the case is therefore 
closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1937—1898. 

J. C. Raymond, County Attorney, 
Algona, 

V. 



Highway crossing. 



Chicago & North-western Railway 
Company 

Filed June 19, 1893. 

This was a complaint that the respondent railway company had failed to open 
a highway across their right of way batween sections 18 and 19, Plum Creek town- 
ship, Kossuth county; that the highway was built prior to the building of the 
railway. The case was immediately taken up with the railway company and 
after a somewhat extended correspondence, for the purpose of clearing up some 
misunderstanding with reference to the exact location of the highway in question, 
the railway company informed the commissioners that the crossing had been put in 
satisfactorily to the parties. Mr. Raymond was so advised and asked to write the 
board if this was not as he understood it. Nothing being heard from him it is 
assumed that the crossing is satisfactory and the case is therefore closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1938—1898. 
Mrs. E. a. Hollekbeck, Wesley, 



V. 



> Storage charges on baggage. 



Chicago & NoRTp- Western Railway 
Company. 

Filed June 27, 1898. 

On date named the board received from Mrs. HoUenbeok complaint that she 
had been charged by the Chicago & North- Western Railway company, $3.35 for 
the storage of a telescope grip for thirty-four days. 
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Upon inTesti^tiOn it was found th»i the teleeoope was left in storage on 
account of sickness, and upon the case being presented to the railway company, 
Mr. H. R McCuUough, third vice president and general traffic manager, advised 
the board, on October 27th, that owing to the circumstances of the case voucher 
had been made refunding $3.35 to Mrs. E. A. Hollenbeck, although, strictly 
speaking, no overcharge had been made. 

On November 1st, Mrs. Hollenbeck wrote the commissioners, thanking them 
for the interest taken in her case and stating that she had received from the 
company $3.35 in settlement of the same. 

December 1, 1898. 



Na 1939—1898. 
H. Lennon, O. Labson, and G. F. 

HORETIEN, EliM SPBINGS, 



V. 



Chicago, Mtlwaukbe & St. Paul Rail- 
way OOICPANY. 



Depot accommodations for freight. 



Filed, June 30, 1898. 

The complainants in this case wrote the board that they were unable to get 
proper accommodations for handling their freight at that point, and asked that 
they be given a key to the depot, that they had helped to build, so that they- 
might handle their freight promptly and save damages thereta The complaint 
was sent to the railway company and Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the 
railway company, on July 21, 1893, and made answer to the complaint in substance 
that upon investigation he found there was no basis whatever for the complaint 
that the key of the Elm Springs depot had been in the hands of Mr. James Per- 
kinson, who is agent for the Spencer Grain company, and also carried the United 
States mail, at Elm Springs, ever since last fall; that he has always had the depot 
open for passenger trains, and has made it a practice to be at the depot on the 
arrival of way freight trains, and has in all cases furnished the train men with 
skids for handling freight when they have asked for them; that the complainants 
have in no case been required to unload their freight from the cars, that service 
being performed in every instance by the train men; that if their goods have 
been damaged by our employes, their claims for loss or danuige will be given 
proper consideration; that the company reserved the right to select the custodian 
of their property, and that they were unwilling to place the key in the hands of 
any of the signers of the communication referred to; that the chivrges on the total 
amount of freight, both received' and forwarded, at £«lm Springs, during the past 
six and one-half (W months, amount to $43.26. 

This answer was mailed to the complainants on August 1st, and they were 
asked to nukke reply thereto. Again, on September 27 th, they were asked if they 
had anything further to lay before the board. Nothing having been heard from 
them the case may be regfurded as closed. 

December 1, 1898. 
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No. 1^40—1898. 
W. E. Adair, Coin, 

y. ^ Stopping passenger trains. 

Omaha & St. Louis Railway Company . , 

Complaint filed July 6, 1898. 

On date named the following was filed with the board by Mr. W. E. Adair, of 
Coin, Iowa: 

You are hereby notified that the management of the Omaha & St. Louis division of the 
Omaha, Kansas City & Eastern (Port Arthur route), have this day ordered their passenger 
train No. 14 to not stop at Ooln. 

As this is a Junction point where much transferring must necessarily he done, said order 
certainly works a hardship on the traveling public desiring to make connection here with the 
trains of the Olarinda & Tarkio branch of the Ohicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad. 

I therefore c%ll your attention to this matter and respectfully request that you notify the 
Omaha & St. Louis Railroad company to again stop its passenger train No. 14 at Ooln, Iowa 

The case was taken up with Mr. Robert Gillh an, general manager of respondent 
company, who under date of July 29, 1898, advised the board that '^ train No. 14 
is now stopping at Coin as per your suggestion." 

On August 3, 1898, Mr. Adair wrote the board that No. 14 was stopping at Coin 
and all was satisfactory; also stating the case might be closed, as they had no 
further complaint. 

August 4, 1898. 



No. 1941—1898. 
John Hupp, byE. R. Smith, Fairfield, ^ 

V. I Overcbarge on shipment of live stock 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- —Interstate. 

WAY Company. 

Filed July 6, 1898. 

The complainant in this matter wrote the board that the Chicago, Rook Island 
& Pacific Railway company had charged John Hupp, of that county, 12f cents per 
hmndred on live stock from Kansas City to Fairfield, while the rate from Kansas 
City to Chicago on the same date was 10 cents. While this was a matter of inter- 
state shipment over which the board assumed to exercise no control, yet, as is 
customary in such cases, it was taken up with the railway company, in order 
that if any error had been made it might be restified or other adjastmsnt made. 

On November 5, 1898, Mr. W. H. Truesdale, general manager of the company, 
wrote the board that the complainant was mistaken in his quotation of rates; that 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company had never made a rate of 
10 cents per hundred on live stock from Kansas City to Chioago, but that some of 
its competitors did make such a rate. The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific com- 
pany never reduced their rate on this business below 15 cents, and there was 
therefore no discrimination in this case, nor any overcharge made. 

This explanation seeming to be satisfactory to the complainants the case is 
closed. 

December 1, 1898. 
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Application of Iowa rates on ship- 
. ments beginning and ending in 
Iowa, though passing outside in 
transit. 



No. 1942—1898. 
Skeen & ZOOK, Albia, 

V. 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 

Filed July 17, 1898. 

This was a complaint that the Chicago, Burlington & Qulnoy Railroad com- 
pany declined to apply the Iowa rate on shipments from Clinton to Albia for the 
reason that the same passed through the state of Illinois for a portion of the 
distance. 

The supreme court of the United States, as well as the supreme court of Iowa, 
holding that such a shipment as the one in question, namely, from a point in 
Iowa to a point in Iowa, though passing outside the state in transit, was state 
traffic and therefore subject to state regulation, the attention of the railroad 
company was called to the circumstances and the error was promtly rectified. 

This seeming to have been a mere oversight on the part of the agents of the 
railway company, the case is closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1943-1898. 
A. Rhodes, Rhodes, 



V. 



^ Delay in receiving butter shipments. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed July 17, 1898. 

Under date of July 16, 1898, Mr. A. Rhodes, of Rhodes, Iowa, wrote the board, 
stating that he had a creamery some distance from railroad station, and had to 
deliver his butter on advertised time of train, a way freight; that for some time 
that train had been stopping between stations to unload gravel and cinders, and 
his butter suffered damage at station, when weather was warm, waiting for said 
train. 

The matter was brought to the attention of Mr. W. 6. Collins, general 
manager of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, and he replied 
substantially that: 

InTestigation discloses that Mr. Rhodes* creamery is located about half a mile from our 
station; that we have a regular refrigerator car serTice on that line, the cars being hauled 
on certain days in each week on a way freight train, in order to accommodate the shippers at 
all of the stations; that only three times during the months of June and July was the way 
freight train late more than a few minute.. The agent at Rhodes has taken pains to advise 
the driver for the creamery company whether the train is on time or not, and he has timed 
his trips from the creamery accordingly, and in this way has been enabled to avoid delay at 
the station. We are doing everything possible to avoid delay to this business, but we cannot 
undertake to guarantee freight trains, especially way freight trains, shall always be on time. 

Mr. Rhodes was informed of the contents of Mr. Collins' answer on September 
27th. On October 22d and December 13th he was asked whether the matter was 
now adjusted to his satisfaction, and not hearing from him it is concluded his 
complaint is satisfied. 

December 31, 1898. 
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No. 1944—1898. 

o. r. ringoew, e. a. hoyt, j. m. 
Griffith, Ridgeway, 

V. 

Ghioago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 



1^ 



Lack of water at stock yards and 
inan&ciency of yards* 



Complaint filed July 17, 1898. 

The complainantB in this case represented to the board that the stock yards at 
Ridge way, Iowa, were inadequate to the needs of the shippers; that the loading 
chute was in bad condition; that there was but one shed; that there was constant 
friction between the shippers as to who should occupy it; that a number of hogs 
had been crippled at these yards; that there was no water in the stock yards, and 
that they had been greatly damaged on account of this condition of affairs. 

The case was at once taken up with the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way company, and Mr. W. 6. Collins, general manager, wro.te the board, July 
25th, that ** requisition for building an additional shed, repairing the stock yards 
and repairing the well at Ridgeway, Iowa, was approved last week, and the work 
will be done in due course." 

On October 4, 1898, Mr. K A. Hoyt wrote the board, saying, ** the railway 
company has fixed up the yards at this place in good shape; thanks to you for your 
assistance." 

October 6, 1898 



No. 1946—1898. 
Fkanklin Stanton, Shenandoah, 

V. 

Omaha & St. Louis Railway Company. 



Farm crossing* 



Complaint filed July 19, 1898. 

On date named Mr. Franklin Stanton of Shenandoah, Iowa, complained that 
his private farm crossing had been fixed with dirt in such a manner as to make 
it dangerous to use for his wagon and tools. 

The matter was taken up with Mr. W. A. Williams, general superintendent, 
who stated to the board that the crossing was in fairly good condition and per- 
fectly safe; adding, *' however, we will endeavor to satisfy him by sending some 
one there to repair the crossing.'' 

After some further correspondence, Mr. Stanton advised the board, under date 
of October 24, 1898, that '* the Omaha & St. Louis railway had put in a good cross- 
ing; many thanks to you." 

October 26, 1898. 
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No. 1946—1898. 
J. K. Davisb, Bagley, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Bail- 
way Company. 



» Open farm eroding. 



Complaint filed July 28, 1898. 

Mr J. K. Davise of Bagley, Iowa, stated that he owned a farm three and one- 
half miles west of Bagley, and the Chicagfo, Milwaukee & St Paul railway line 
runs through it from east to west; that he had one surface crossing but no cattle 
guard, which he had asked for several times and had been refused. The case was 
at once taken up with Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager of the railway com- 
pany, who later advised the board that none of their present officials had any 
knowledge of receiving any complaint from Mr. J. E. Davise, but that Mr. Davise 
says he wrote some one in regard to his farm crossing, some three or four years 
previous. Mr. Collins stated in the same letter that the crossing would be made 
satisfactory to Mr. Davise. 

On October 28, 1898, the board received word from Mr. Davise that the cross- 
ing is in all right, and *4n good shape." 

October 28, 1898. 



No. 1947—1898. 
J. C. Eaymond, County Attorney, ' 

ALGONA, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 
Company. 



»• Highway crossing. 



Filed July 29, 1898. 

The Chicago & North- Western Railway company declined to open a crossing 
on an established highway, between sections 27 and 34, township 100, range 28, 
Kossuth county, Iowa; that the railway company, through its superintendent, 
Mr. William D. Hodge, of Eagle Grove, stated their willingness to open this 
highway whenever the authorities agreed to pay the cost, including not only the 
grading, but the cost of wing fences and planking the crossing. 

The case was taken up with the railway company and the commissioners were 
advised later that the crossing had been put in and that all parties were satisfied. 
Mr. Raymond was requested, if this was not as he understood the condition of 
things, to write the board at once, and was advised that unless he was heard 
from it would be assumed that the case was closed. Nothing having been heard 
from Mr. Raymond, the case is so regarded. 

December 1, 1898. 
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Application for permission to con- 
demn additional depot 'grounds. 



No. 1948—1898. 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- ' 

WAY COMPANr, 

V. 

Property Owners of Davenport. 
Filed August 11, 1898. 

Under date of August 10, 1898, the Chicago, Rook Island & Pacific Railway 
company petitioned the board for permission to condemn lands for additional 
depot grounds at Davenport, stating that they were unable to make satisfactory 
purchase of the same. The board fixed August 17, 1898, 11 A. M., at Davenport, 
for an inspection of the premises and a hearing in the case, and notice as is 
required by law, was issued therefor.* The commissioners visited the place on 
date fixed, inspected the property, heard statejnents of parties, and took the 
matter under advisement. 

Before reaching a conclusion the commissioners were advised by the railway 
company that the matter had been satisfactorily adjusted, and application was 
withdrawn. 



No. 1949—1898. 



Daniel Buckley, by Springer & "| 

.Si 

tion of. 



Clary, New Hampton, I rj- i. 

{ Highway crossing, — un£t condt- 

^' T -fie ' 



Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company. 



J 



Filed, August 11, 1898. 

Under date of August 10, 1898, Messrs. Springer & Clary, attorneys for Daniel 
Buckley, of New Hampton, wrote the board that the line of the Chicago Great 
Western runs through the farm of Mr. Buckley; that the company maintains a 
crossing at a point about eighty rods from the town of Alta Vista, that Mr. Buck- 
ley has to use in order to enjoy his farm; that the crossing is almost impassable 
and as a consequence complainant is greatly discommoded; that he has frequently 
requested the railway company to fix the crossing, but they have failed to do so. 

The case was at once taken up by correspondence with Mr. Samuel C. iStick- 
ney, general manager of the Chicago Great Western Railway company, who 
advised the board on August 15, 1898, that instructions had been given to have 
the highway crossing repaired at once, and thereafter to be maintained in proper 
condition at all times. Mr. Stickney added ''your letter is the first intimation we 
have had that the crossing has not been in serviceable condition, and I regret that 
it should have been necessary for the commission to call attention to the matter." 
The attorneys for Mr. Buckley were informed of what Mr. Stickney had said and 
were asked to write the board if, within a reasonable time, the crossing was not 
properly repaired. 

Nothing further having been heard from the complainants, the case is regarded 
closed. 
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No. 1950—1898. 
A. R. Simmons, East Peru, 

V. 



Inqaity concerning daty of railwaj 
companies to construct bog-tight 
fenccB* 



On August 16, 1898, an inquiry was received from Mr. A. R. Simmoos, of East 
Peru, as to whether a railroad company could be required to construct a hog-tight 
fence along their right of way when same adjoined a hog pasture. 

In answer thereto the board quoted the section of the law fixing the kind of a 
fence railway companies are obliged to build in Iowa, which is as follows (section 
2057, code 1897): 

All railway corporations owninic or operating a line of railway within the state shall con* 
struct, maintain and keep in repair a suitable fence of posts and barb wire, or iKMts and 
boards, or any other fence which the fence viewers shall determine to be equivalent thereto, 
on each side of the track thereof, so connected with cattle guards at all public crossings as to 
prevent cattle, horses and other live stock from getting on the railroad tracks. Such tracks 
shall be fenced within six months after the completion of the same or any part thereof. Such 
fences, when of barb wire, shall be of five wires securely fastened to posts set not more than 
twenty feet apart, the top wires to be not less than fifty-four inches high; or of five boards 
seourely nailed to posts set not more than eight feet apart, the fence to be not less than fifty- 
four inches high. Fences repaired or rebuilt shall conform to the foregoing provisions. 
Nothing in this or the two following sections shall be construed to compel a railway company 
operating a third-class line to fence its road through the land of any farmer or other person 
who, by written agreement with such company, waives the fencing thereof. 

Mr. Simmons was further advised that as the board understood it, railway 
companies, while they may not be obliged to construct what might be termed 
hog-tight fences, yet they would be liable for hogs killed upon their right of way 
where they had a right to fence and had failed or neglected to do so. 

August 19, 1898. 



Highway crossing—under track. 



No. 1951—1893. 

B. F. Kendig, Road Supervisor, Cen- ' 

TERVILLE, 

V. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. 

Filed August 24, 1898. 

Under date of August 23d, Mr. B. F. Kendig, road supervisor, district No. 3, 
Vermillion township, Appanoose county, stated to the board that where the Iowa 
Central railway crosses the state road west of CenterviUe, the highway passes 
under the railroad and there was pot space enough between the roadway and the 
railroad for a load of hay, steam thresher, covered wagon, etc., to go through » 
and adked that the board take the matter up and see if some relief could not be 
had. The complaint was at once laid before Mr. L. M. Martin, general manager 
of the Iowa Central Railway company, who stated on August 27th that the matter 
would have his immediate attention. After some further correspondence, on 
October 31, 1898, Mr. Kendig wrote the board that some improvement had 
already been made in the crossing and that he had been advised that more was 
to be made, and that when that was done it would be entirely satisfactory, and 
will make it the safer crossing leading to the city. Nothing further being 
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received from the complainants in this case, it is assumed that the work was 
done as agreed and that all parties are satisfied. 

December 1, 1808. 



Fire set hy engine. 



No. 1962— 18»8. 
C. H. Neveln, Parkersbxtbg, 

V. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. , 
Complaint filed August 30, 1898. 

On Augusb 30, 1898, Mr. C. H. Neveln, of Parkersburg, complained that on 
April 5tih fire from the Illinois Central trains had burned two acres of meadow 
for him, worth $7.50 per acre; April 10th a fire ran over eight acres of meadow, 
reducing the crop at least one-half, for which he claimed $25; June 17th a fire 
consumed one-fourth of an acre of timothy and grass ready to be cut for hay, for 
which the company agreed to allow $2.50. 

The matter was taken up with the second vice-president of the company, Mr. 
J. T. Harahan, and after a somewhat extended correspondence, Mr. Neyeln 
advised the board that '* we have settled the matter, they paying me $17.50. I 
thank you very much for your assistance," etc. 

December 1, 1198. 



No. 1953-1898. 
Thomas Shinnon, Rolfe, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- 
way Company. 



Discrimination in stock rates to 
Chicago, 



Complaint filed September 2, 1898. 

Upon receipt of a complaint from Mr. Shinnon, a stock shipper at Rolfe, Iowa, 
stating that since the first of May, 1898, the companies cut the rates from 
different towns in the state to 15 cents, while he had to pay full rate, or 23i cents; 
that he has made application for the return to him of the difference between 15 
cents and 23i cents, and the only satisfaction he could obtain was a statement from 
the companies that the cut rates did not extend as far as his station, the matter 
was taken up with Mr. W. H. Truesdale, vice-president Chicago, Rock Island & 
Pacific Railway company, who under date of September 15th, wrote the board as 
follows: 

"Replying to yours of the 10th Inst, calling attention to complaint made by 
stock shipper at Rolf e, that our rate from the first of May to July 25th this year, from certain 
points on our line in Iowa, was 15 cents per 100 pounds on live stock to Chicago, while the full 
rate of 23Vi cents was charged by this company on shipment of stock from Bolfe. 

The facts are as stated by the party who complaint, 'and the justification for it is set forth 
in a letter from Mr^ Gower, copy of which I enclose herewith, and which covers the matter as 
fully as it is possible to do so. 

The rate from Omaha and Kansas Oity, and which applied at intermediate points to 
Chicago during the period in question was forced upon nt by competition. We did not regard 
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the rates as remuneratlTe bat we had to meet them or suffer ourselves, as well as cause ship- 
pers of stock OTer our line to do so. We did not carry these rates any further north on our 
ButhTen line than where we cross the Chicago & North- Western railway, which line also had 
to make the 15 cent rate from Omaha and Intermediate points. Furthermore we do not feel 
that the party complaining was at all prejudiced or Injured thereby.** 

COPY OF KNOLOSURE. 

Ohigago, 111., September U, 1698. 
IT. H. Trtiesdole, JB7sg., Vice-PreHdent and Qenaral Mcmaoer: 

DxAB Sib— Returning herewith your favor of the 14th, with letter from Secretary Aina- 
worth attached: The 15 cent rate on live stock was put In effect via our line at Omaha and 
Kansas Olty on account of these rates being established by competing lines. As the rates 
were not considered remunerative we restricted them as far as possible to the direct line to 
Omaha, but the Ohlcago & North-Western main line from Omaha runs through Grand Junc- 
tion, which forced us to apply the rate as far north as that point. Beyond Grand Junction 
the rates on live stock are usually fixed by the Sioux Olty lines, and as the reduction in ratea 
did not apply to Sioux Olty, no change was made that I am aware df north of the Ohlcago Sc 
North-Westem main line. Truly yours, 

(Signed) H. Gowra, 

C^eneral Freiohl AgenL 

In view of the fact that the rate oomplained of applied to interstate shipments 
only, the complainant was adyised that the Iowa board had no jurisdiction thereof , 
and papers filed by him were returned. Mr. Shinnon was further advised that 
the commission had sougfht to effect an amicable adjustment of the matter, but 
the railway company having declined to make any concessions, it was suggested 
that the case was one that might properly go before the interstate commerce 
commission. 

September 29, 1898. 



Na 1954—1898. 
S. W. Lee, Wick, 



V. 



OhaimcttDg street by standing train. 



Chicago Great Western Railway 
Company. 

Filed November 3, 1898. 

Mr. S. W. Lee, of Wick, Iowa, filed a complaint with this board, concerning 

the blocking the only street in Conger station by C G W trains, stating that this 

highway is the only highway crossing said line at that point; that it is the 

usual traveled road between various important towns in Warren and Madison 

counties; that he has had difficulty at various times, having to wait long periods 

for the trains to clear the crossing; that at one time, date not remembered, he 

was compelled to wait forty minutes at the crossing while the engine took the 

forward part of the train over the Churchville hill; that on October 29, 1898, in 

company with his little girl in a buggy, in attempting to cross at this point, at 

10:35 A. M. found a train there and was not able to cross until 11:10 a. m ; that it 

was a very disagreeable day; that the train was on the main line, but that engine 

was detached and standing on switch; that he understands the conductor had left 

h is train stan ding across the highway while he had gone to the hot el f orbrea k- 

fast, and the train was waiting forlinotherenginerto come from the* north to help 
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pull tbe train; that after waiting a reasonable time he complained to the agent 
at Conger, who immediately notified the train men that there were teams wait- 
ing to oross, but that it was about twenty minutes before they cleared the cross- 
ing; that the said agent has at different times ordered train men to open said 
crossing, and has always, so far as complainant knows, showiL the proper spirit in 
the matter. 

The complainant further asks the board to investigate said matter and 
determine if ''the said railroad is conducting its business in this regard in a 
reasonable manner to promote the security, convenience and accommodation of 
the public." 

The case was immediately taken up with the railway company, and on Novem- 
ber 19bh Mr. Samuel C. Stickney, general manager, wrote the board that he had 
advised the agent to keep a close check *'on the performance of trains in this 
yard, and take prompt action in the way of having crossing opened in the event 
of train men failing in this respect." He further said: '' I trust there will be no 
further cause for complaint, but if there should be, I hope you will request the 
petitioner to call our attention to the matter, as we certainly intend to have 
street crossings kept open for public travel. " 

The complainant was advised of Mr. Stickney 's answer, and as nothing further 
has been heard from him, it may be regarded that the conditions complained of 
no longer exist, and the case is closed. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1955—1898. 
Cathoart & Woodruff, Correction- ' 

VILLE, 

V. 



Switching charges. 



Illinois Central Railroad Company. . 
Filed September 6, 1898. 

Complainants in this case claimed that the switching charge of $6 per car 
made by the Illinois Central Railroad company from the Chicago <& North- West- 
ern Railway company Y, about four blocks distant from their grain elevator, was 
excessive and prohibitive, and they asked the board that a better rate be estab- 
lished for this business. 

The matter was at once brought to the attention of the railroad company. 

On September 30, 1898, J. T. Harahan, second vice-president, made the fol- 
lowing reply to the complaint: 

Referring to your favor of 8th instant, in reference to complaint made by Messrs. Oath- 
cart & Woodruff, of Oorrectionville, Iowa, as to switching charges made by this company at 
that point: When Messrs. Oathcart & Woodruff made similar complaint in 1803, we found that 
the shipment which they desired to have delivered to the Chicago & North-Western Railway 
company was a car of barley destined to Des Moines, and we complied with their wishes by 
reducing the switching charge to t2. 

I do not find that any request has been made upon this company to switch cars to the 
Ohicago & North- Western Railway company at Oorrectionville since 1803. 

In the case in question I am advised that they did not tender car to us to switch. Our 
agent at Oorrectionville says they asked what the charge would be in case they wanted to 
switch to the Ohicago & North- Western railway, and he replied that it would be |5, and 
nothing more was said to him. As I wrote you November 18, 1803, we made the charge for 

6 
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switching at OorrectionTille between our line and the Ohicago •& Noith-Western railway 16 
per car because they make charge of 16 per car against this company at all of our Junctiobs 
with their road. 

If Messrs. Oathcart & Woodruff had given our agent any special reasons as to why it was 
necessary to make the shipment to Marshalltown or other local i>oints on the Ohicago & 
North- Western railway, the matter could have been taken up specially, and, no doubt, satis- 
factorily arranged. 

I will haTe the agent at Oorrectionville instructed to get all the facts and submit them to 
the general freight department hereafter when he is asked to name charge for switching, as 
in th's instance. 

I am haying the matter of ^prices bid for grain to be shipped on our line and on the Ohi- 
cago & North- Western railway looked into, but from the fact that Messrs. Oathcart & Wood- 
ruff ship about aOO cars of grain per year, or 66 per cent of the shipments from Oorrectlonyille, 
it would indicate that the prices offered on our line have been sui&cient to control the 
business. 

Copy of this answer was at once furnished the complainants and they were 
asked if they desired to make any further statements respecting the complaint 
to do so at their earliest convenience. Not hearing from them, they were again 
asked whether they had anything further to lay before the board and were 
advised that uolesB they were heard from within a few days the case would be 
regarded closed. 

No ans ^er has been received. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1956—1898. 
James Gray, Ira, 

Chicago Great Western Railway ' 
Company. 

Complaint filed September 17, 1898. 

Mr. James Gray, of Ira, complained that the fence surrounding the stock yards 
and adjoining his land was do¥m, and that animals in the stock yards broke 
through into his garden, etc. The matter was immediately called to the attention 
of the company, and on October 14th, Mr. S. C. Stlckney, general manager, stated 
that the fence had been repaired and put in good condition. 

October 22, 1898. 



Refusal to allow cars to go off the 



No. 1957—1898. 

Whitlock & Fields, Ladora, 

V. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail- | ^^«- 
WAY Company. J 

Filed September 24, 1898. 

On date named, the complainant in this case wrote the board that they had a 
number of cars of corn to be shipped to the Glucose Sugar Refining company of 
Chicago, sold on time limit, to be delivered at Marshalltown; Ladora is a station 
on the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific railway and they desired to ship to Marshall- 
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town via the Iowa Central. They stated that they were unable to obtain aoy 
Iowa Central cars for the shipments and that while there were plenty of Rock 
Island cars on the tracks they had not been permitted to load such cars for Mar- 
shalltown shipments. 

The complainants stated that the ChlcagfO, Rock Island & Pacific Railway com- 
pany advised them that they would not furnish their cars for Marshalltown, also 
saying that they had ordered Iowa Central cars for their use; that when their 
corn was loaded la Iowa Central cars, the Rock Island company transported same 
to their junction with the Iowa Central. The matter was taken up with the rail- 
way companies. Mr. W. H. Truei^dable, vice-president and general manager of the 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, stated that it was true they 
would not allow their system cars to go off their line, but that they were glad to 
furnish the complainants Iowa Central cars whenever they were able to obtain 
them. 

Mr. J. N. Tittemore, general freight agent of the Iowa Central Railway com- 
pany, stated that orders received from the Rock Islaad company for cars for 
Ladora, on the 11th of August, were filled on. the next day; that he could not locate 
any demand for cars from the Rock Island between August 15th and 26th, although 
the fact that his company were very short of cars for local demands at that time 
may have made it impossible to have furnished the cars. While the rule of the 
railway company not allowing cars to go off its own line seems to have worked a 
hardship in this cass, yet it is a rule which ha^ been recognized by this board as 
the most equitable to all parties, and in the end the most beneficial to the shipper 
as well as the railway company. In times of scarcity of cars when railway com. 
panics are obliged to use every means possible to supply their own shippers with 
cars for shipments entirely over their own line, it would be manifestly unjust to 
such shippers if the company were required to send a portion of their equipment 
onto other lines of railway, thus lessening the available facilities for the accom- 
modation of patrons located upon their own line. (Sae the case of Muscatine 
Melon Shippers v. Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway company, report of this 
board of 1895, page 219.) 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1958—1898. 
Frank Roberts, Coon Rapids, 



V. 



Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Rail- 
road Company. 



Overcharge — Overweight. 



Filed September 27, 1898. 

Mr. Frank Roberts, writing from Coon Rapids, under date of September 26th, 
entered complaint with the board for the recovery of an alleged overcharge 
occurring on the Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy railroad, on account of the ship- 
ment by him of a car of stock cattle from Fairfield to Coon Rapids. He states 
that respondent company weigbed the cattle in the car, aod did not weigh the car 
back, but charged for some 3,000 pounds more than were in the car; that the Chi- 
cago, Milwaukee & St. Paul weigbed the car at Manilla, and did not charge for 
the extra weight; that agent at Coon Rapids put in a claim for the overcharge 
without result. Mr. Roberts claimei the difference between $23.71, the amount 



84 TWBNTY-FraST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

paid, as he states, and '' what it should have been at the 22,000 pound minimum, 
what the car was billed at when shipped from Fairfield. The Q. road charged 
for over 26,000 pounds, the St. Paul for 24,300." 

Mr. Roberts asked the asaisbance of this board in having the matter adjusted, 
filing Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul expense bill showing Burlington & Mis- 
Fouri car 65,684, dated April 29, 1898; freight charges, $18.23; advance charges, 
$23.71; total, $41.94. 

The matter was brought to the attention of Mr. W. C. Brown, general mana- 
ger of the Chicago, Burlington & Qaincy Railroad company, who referred the 
claim to the proper department. On October 13th Mr. L. F. Moore, freight claim 
agent, advised the board that the claim would be adjusted on the basis of weight 
used by the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway company, which closed the 
matter satisfactorily to all parties. 

October 31, 1898. 



No. 1959—1898. 
Dorr Cattle Company, Des Moines, "i 

V ' 

)- Refaaal to iurnisb cars for slop feed. 

Des Moines, Northern & Western | 
Railway Company. J 

Complaint filed October 4, 1898. 

On date as above the following petition was filed in the office of the board 
of railroad commissioners: 

To the Honorable Railroad Commiaaioners of the State of Iowa: 

GiNTiiVMBN— Your petitioner, the Dorr Oattle company, represents and respectfnlly 
showa— 

That it is a corporation, organized under the laws of the state of Iowa, having its principal 
place of business at Des Moines, Polk county, Iowa. 

That it is largely and almost exclusively engaged in buying, feeding and shipping cattle 
and other stock. 

That it now has upon a farm or ranch in Oalhoun county, in the state of Iowa, and near 
the station of Stimson, a large number of cattle feeding, to-wit, about thirteen hundred fifty 
(1,350) head. 

That the said station of Stimson is upon the line of the Des Moines, Northern & Western 
Railroad company. 

That prior to shipping said cattle to said farm or ranch near the station of Stimson, as 
aforesaid, it had contracted with the National Starch Manufacturing company, at Des Moines* 
Iowa, to furnish to your petitioner sufficient of the slop feed from said company's works to 
feed said cattle. 

That in order to transport the said slop feed from the starch works of the said National 
Starch Manufacturing company, at Des Moines, to the station of Stimson it is necessary that 
the same be hauled and transported by the said Des Moines, Northern & Western Railroad 
company. 

That it is necessary for the proper feeding of said cattle that your petitioner should have 
at all times a sufficient quantity of said feed on hand to properly feed said cattle. 

That an interruption in the receiving of said slop feed is a great detriment to the cattle, 
and that in order to transi>ort a sufficient amount of such slop feed it is necessary that the 
said Des Moines, Northern A Western Railroad company shall supply to your petitioner at 
least ten (10) cars in order that the said feed may be transported with sufficient regularity to 
eaable your petitioner to have said feed on hand at all times. 

That the said Des Moines, Northern & Western Railroad company have refused, although 
often demanded, to furnish your petitioner a sufficient number of cars with which to transport 
all of the feed that your petitioner demands for the use and feeding of said cattle, as 
aforesaid, and has heretofore failed, neglected and refused to move said cars with that degree 
of regularity and with the rapidity that it reasonably could move the same. 
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That your petitioner has demanded of said Des Moines, Northern & Western Railroad 
company that it furnish to your petitioner a sufficient number of cars to transport said slop 
feed, but the Said Des Moines, Northern & Western Railroad company have persistently 
neglected and refused, and still does neglect and refuse, to furnish to your petitioner such 
number of cars as are needed for said service. 

That by reason of neglect and refusal of the said Des Moines, Northern & Western Rail- 
road company to furnish a sufficient number of cars, and to transport and move the same 
with regularity, your petitioner has been greatly damaged, and unless the said railroad 
company shall hereafter furnish sufficient number of cars for such service, your petitioner 
will be greatly damaged and injured in not being able to obtain a sufficient quantity of slop 
feed for their feed, as aforesaid 

Wherefore, your petitioner prays that your honorable body may issue an order requiring 
and directing the said Des Moines, Northern & Western Railroad company to put into service 
a sufficient number of cars for the purpose of transporting the slop feed required by your 
petitioner between the said starch works at Des Moines and the said station of Stimson, as 
aforesaid, and for such other orders as may be necessary in the premises, and this your peti- 
tioner will ever pray. 

DOBB Oattlb Oompant, 
By J. W. DoBB, Manager, 

The board issued notices for a hearing in the case, to be held in Des Moines, 
October 17, 1893, and upon that date the parties were present by their attorneys 
and such facts, statements and arguments presented to the board as were perti- 
nent to the matter under investigation. 

Later the Dorr Cattle compan> made application for a further hearing, alleg- 
ing that since the former hearing it had discovered additional testimony which 
was material and important, etc. Before, however, the board could take action 
upon this request, Messrs. Bowen & Brackett, attorneys for petitioner, advised 
the board that an amicable adjustment had been made between the complainant 
and the railroad company, and stating that no further action on the part of the 
board was necessary. 

November 1, 1898. 



No 1960—1898. 
Wedgewood & Co., Stobm Lake, 

V. 

iLJiiNOis Central Railroad Company. 



Refusal to furmsb cars for Minncr 
apoHs, 



Filed October 8, 1898. 

In a communication without date received by the commissioners on October 
8, 1898, this firm stated that they were doing a snipping business at Storm Lake, 
and frequently wanted to ship to Minneapolis, Minn., via the Minneapolis & St. 
Louis railway. That at that time they had in store grain for shipment to that 
point, and had offered same for shipment and ordered oars for same over two 
weeks previous; that the railway company refused to allow them to load one of 
their cars for that point and had not furnished them with any other, although 
the Minneapolis & St Louis people said they had plenty of cars and informed 
them that they furnished all cars ordered by the respondent company, and could 
do so; and that their consignees at Minneapolis informed them that they had 
received Iowa Central cars from this territory; that they had very often been 
annoyed in this way, to such an extent that they were almost entirely deprived 
of the benefits of that market and frequently obliged to carry grain for a long 
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time, thus depriying them of the use of the room and money invested, and also 
causing loss hy falling markets. 

The matter was Immediately taken up with the railroad company and after 
some correspondence, Mr. G. K. Dixon, superintendent, Cherokee, Iowa, under 
date of October 29, 1808, made answer as follows: 

with further reference to complaint of Wedgewood A Co., of Storm Lake, of our failure to 
snpply cars for grain shipment to Minneapolis, via the Minneapolis A St. Louis railroad, I 
would state that during the time of thU shortage, we were very short of box car equipment 
for fllUng orders for grain destined to points on our own line and we were obliged to use all of 
our own equipment to handle that business. The orders for cars for shipments to points on 
our line were not filled any more promptly than those for Minneapolis & St. Louis cars. 

A.S fast as we received orders for cars for Mioneapolis via the Iflnneapolls A St. Louis, the 
orders were promptly placed with that company, and during that period we got but very few 
cars from them. 

About the time this correspondence reached me, however, we were receiving a fair supply 
of Minneapolis & St. Louis cars and the orders were filled reasonably prompt. 

Wedgewood & Oo.'s order for Minneapolis & St. Louis cars was filled as promptly as any of 
the other orders for Minneapolis & St. LoutS cars. 

A copy of this communication was sent to the complainants and nothing further 
having been heard from thSm, the case will be regarded closed. 
December 1, 1898. 



No. 1961—1898. 
John Levsbton, Abbott, ^ 

^ I Re/asal to allow cars to go oft the 

^' j hue. 

The Iowa Central Railway Ck^MPANY. J 

Filed October 13, 1898. 

Under date of October 12th, 1898, Mr. John Leverton, com dealer of Abbott, 
Iowa, wrote the board: '*The Iowa Central is bothering me some about getting 
cars. Can you help me a^y?" The case was at once taken up with the general 
freight agent, Mr. J. N. Tittemore, of the Iowa Central Railway company, and 
under date of October 18, 1898, Mr. Tittemore replied substantially as follows: 

That the company has no disposition to deprive Mr. Leverton of cars, but that cars must 
be loaded promptly when furnished; that car was ordered for him on September 19th and it 
stood at the elevator three days and he did not load it, when he was urged by the agent to do 
so; and this car was taken out one night by mistake: that on October 10th he ordered two 
cars; one was furnished on the Uth which he loaded, and when the other one came he could 
not use it, and asked to have it held a week or ten days, which was refused, and it was turned 
over to another grain buyer in his town ; that the order he now has in for a car is an Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe car, to be loaded with wheat for Ohlcago via Nemo. 

Mr. Leverton was advised of the answer of Mr. Tittemore, and on October 
20th he wrote the board as follows: 

I knew that car was on the track for me but could not get it out because of wreck at 
Eldora. 1 knew nothing of the car being at the elevators or anywhere near them until the 
agent told me the car was gone. Order of September 19th. October 10th ordered cars for 2,000 
bushels oats, and a 60,000 car was given, and was filled right away. Another car was run in and 
I wanted to load it with some oats for Ohicago right away; the answer was "No." Wanted 
two days to load It with wheat; the answer was **No" xhe Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
car was ordered October 13th; it has not come yet; got instructions to-daj to ship It over the 
Ohlcago, Burlington & Qulncy. October 14th ordered two Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe oars 
for Ohlcago, and they have not come yet. 
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On October 22d Mr. Tittemore made ansvirer to the communioatlon of Mr 
Leverton before noted, whioh answer is as follows: 

A^DSwerlng and returning yours of October 82, 1898, will say that we have been unable to 
secure Santa Fe cars for Chicago grain, although we have made a special effort to do so. Our 
own business will not warrant us In allowing our own cars to go off the line. We are much 
handicapped at present because so many of our cars are on foreign lines, having been 
delivered to them possibly two months ago, and as it is next to impossible to get them 
returned, we cannot take chances on losing hold of any more of them. 

I can assure you that Mr. Leverton is being treated Just the same as other dealers on our 
line. 

Copy of this was sent to Mr. Leverton. 

The position of the railroad oommiss loners of Iowa has always been that the 
railroad company could not be compelled to send its own cars off its own line, as 
it might seriously handicap the railway company in taking care of the business 
originating and terminating on its own lines. While in some cases this may 
seem to work a hardship upon shippers desiring to make through shipments, yet 
it has been found that if a local railway company, without important terminals, 
should be required to send their equipment onto other lines for through ship- 
ments, it would soon exhaust their s apply of cars and shippers would eventually 
suffer the greatest inconvenience from such a requirement. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1962—1898. 
W. H. Beaoh, Goldfield, 

V. 



Omnibus privilege. 



Ohioago & North- Western Railway 
Company and Burlington, Cjcdar 
Rapids & Northern Railway Com- 
• pany. 

Filed October 20, 1898. 

On October 20, 1898, there was filed by W. H. Beach, of Goldfield, a complaint 
substantially as follows: 

That Goldfield is the junction point of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern railway and the Chicago & North- Western railway; that up to the 12th of 
September he had the railroad transfer contracts, but at that time a dispute 
arose between the companies and himself, and the contract was taken away from 
him and given to one A. W. Moseley, who runs a transfer and calls for the Com- 
mercial house. That since that time he, Beach, has been running a free trans- 
fer, and has so called when soliciting custom, and has not called ^' railroad trans- 
fer," nor in any other manner interfered with the line of Mosaiey. That he has 
simply solicited custom for his hotel in an orderly manner, in the way which he 
thinks best calculated to obtain it in a fair competition for trade. Tnat he did 
this on the theory that if he desired to give away his transfers that was no con- 
cern of any one's else, but was a legitimate method of securing trade for his 
house, and that he considered this all the more necessary as Moseley had the 
advantage of using the transfer business as a drawing card when soliciting trade 
for the other house. That on the 18th inst. he was served with notices by the 
local agents of l»th railroads forbidding the use of their platforms or premises to 
him for the purpose of soliciting trade, or calling <^ free transfers," but that cop- 
ies of the notices were refused him. 
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The case was laid before the respondent railway companies. 

On date of October 25, 1898, Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager of the Chi- 
cago & North- Western Railway company, made answer for his company, answer- 
ing that Mr. Baach was formerly employed by the North- Western and Burling- 
ton companies to transfer passengers and baggage between *the respective sta- 
tions of the companies at Gold field, Iowa; that for business reasons it became 
necessary to dispense with the services of Mr. Beach and to employ Mr. A. W. 
Moseley to perform the service, since which time Mr. Beach has undertaken to 
adopt vigorous measures to interfere with the transfer service, the statement in 
his letter to the commission to the contrary notwithstanding; that the company 
had no objection to allowing Mr. Beach to solicit custom for his hotel, provided 
he did it in a proper and gentlemanly manner, and he had been so advised 
recently, and had baen given to understand that if he did not conduct himself 
properly he would be kept off the company's premises; that since he has been 
given to understand this, they have had no difficulty with him, and whether he 
can or cannot continue to solicit business on the company's platform for his hotel 
will depend entirely upon his own methods, which, it was believed, would be 
proper from now on. 

Mr. S. K. Tracy, general solicitor of the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway company, under date of December 28, 1898, wrote his opinion con- 
cerning the powers of railway companies over their station grounds, which in 
substance was that under the law, the railroad companies, for the purpose of 
avoiding confusion, annoyance, promoting the comfort and securing the safety 
and convenience of the patrons of the company, have the legal right to exclude 
such persons as might be found objectionable from carrying on their business on 
the private grounds and stations of the company. Further, that in order to secure 
such convenience and safety to the traveling public, and to prevent annoyance 
and insure good order in business, a railway company has the right to grant the 
exclusive privilege to any one person or company to enter upon its grounds for 
such purposes, excluding all others, provided that the person thus given this 
exclusive privilege shall at all times furnish, for a reasonable charge, comfortr 
able and adequate accommodation for the public desiring to accept of their 
services. 

It appearing to the commissioners that the matter was a personal one between 
the railway companies and the complainant, and that Mr. Beach did not care to 
press the case further, it is dosed without prejudice. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1963—1898. 
C. A. HoRNADAY, Udell, 

V. 



Overcharge on bay press — interstate. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way COMPANY. 

Filed October 25, 1898. 

This was a complaint that excessive charge had been made on shipment of 
hay press from Lanark, 111., to Moravia, Iowa. Although the shipment was an 
interstate one, a class of business over which the Iowa board can exercise no 
authority, it was taken up with the railway company and an investigation made 
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of the reason for the apparent excess oharge. It developed that the hay press 
was not sufficiently taken apart to be loaded in a box car and had to ba loaded on 
a fiat car, which, under the rules in effect by the western railroad companies, 
would make it take a higfher rate with an established minimum weight. The 
oomplainant was advised of the result of the investigations made by the board, 
and the case was closed so far as the Iowa commissioners were concerned. 
December 1, 1898. 



No. 1964-1898. 
J. F. Kendall, Fredericksbubg, 

* * } Closing uttdercrossing. 

Chicago Great Western Railway 

(JOMPANY. 

FUed October 29, 1898. 

This was a verbal complaint made to a member of the board on date named 
and on same day the commissioner visited the locality and took the case up with 
the railway company. On November 10, 1898, Mr. H. Fernstrom, chief engin(der 
for the railway company, advised the board that ** we will put in a 6x6 foot stone 
arch culvert at the Kendall crossing, near Fredericksburg.'' 

On November 14, 1898, the board wrote Mr. Kendall, sending him substance 
of Mr. Fernstrom's letter, adding, ''while this culvert may not be in height 
what you may desire, yet we feel that it is the best that can be done by us under 
the circumstances, and we trust that you will find it reasonably satisfactory." 



No. 1965—1898. 
Caster & Briggs, Barnes City, 

V. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



^ Lost in transit. 



Filed November 3, 1898. 

Complainants in this case stated that they had had shipped them from Musca- 
tine, Iowa, a large window which was broken in transit; that they filed claim 
with the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company for the amount 
but had failed to receive any satisfaction. 

While this was a ca^e involving a private claim for money damages, yet as is 
usual in such cases, the matter was taken up with the railway company in order 
that, if possible, an amicable settlement might be made. 

Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the company, under date of November 16th, 
in answering the complainants, said that the papers on file in the freight claim 
ag'ent's office of that company, show that the glass was broken through purely 
accidental causes, the report being that the sash was too light for a glass of this 
size and improperly packed. 

The railway company disclaimed any negligence in handling the shipment. 

The complainants were furnished a copy of Mr. Brady's answer from the rail- 
way company. 
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The board haying failed by correspondence to brings about a settlement of the 
claim, and this being a claim over which the courts would have exclusive juris- 
diction, the case is closed upon the records of the commission. 

December 1, 1808. 



Lighting of depot and platform. 



No. 1966—1898. 
J. T. Springer, Mayor op Norway, 

V. 

Chicago & North- Western Railway 

COMPANY. 

Filed November 4, 1898. 

On date named there was filed in the office of the board, communication from 
Mr. Springer. ** We have trouble to get the railroad to furnish light for their 
platform." On day of receipt the case was taken up with the railway company, 
and after some further correspondence, Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager of 
the company, wrote the board that: 

At the time our second track wasconBtrncted through Norway, a platform washuilt south 
of the depot. This platform ii, I assume, the one that is referred to by Mr. Springer, as our 
station platform proper is and has been well lighted. 1 have instructed that the south plat- 
form be properly lighted, which will undoubtedly remove further complaint. 

Ck>py of the foregoing was sent Mr. Springer and he advised the board that 
lights had been placed on platform that fulfilled the requirements, and thanked 
the board for the prompt attention they had given this case. 

December 1, 1898. 



1 



Failttre to famish ears for shipment 
of coal. 



No. 1967—1898. 
H. J. & J. Klemme, Alexander, 

V. 

Iowa Central Railway Company. 
Filed November 9, 1898. 

The complainants stated that out of eighteen cars of coal ordered of Center- 
ville Block Coal company, of Centerville, on September 20, 1898, they had thus 
far received but two cars; that the coal company said this was owing to the fact 
that the railway company would not furnish oars for that station; that there was 
no coal in the town and with winter coming on it meant suffering and freezing 
unless railway company would furnish cars for transportation of coal to this place 
at once. 

The case was taken up immediately with the railway company and the com- 
plainants were advised of action taken by the board. 

It is assumed that the wants of the people of Alexander were promptly 
relieved, as nothing further has been heard from the complainants with reference 
to the case. 

December 1, 1898. 
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No. 1968—1898. 
Warren Reams, Defiance, 

V. 

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
Railway Company. 



- Failure to farnisb cars. 



Filed November 10, 1898. 

This was a oomplalnt that can for loading potatoes could not be obtained 
from the railway company. The matter was at once taken up with the railway 
company, and General Superintendent H. R. Williams wrote the board as fol- 
lows on November 22d: 

I find on Investifffttloa, that from oar standpoint we do not think Mr. Reams has any- 
thing to complain of. In company with nearly all other lines, we have been somewhat short 
of cars for the past few weeks* and have not been able to give everybody all the cars they 
wanted and as soon as they wanted them. Mr. Reams* shipments have been as follows: 
October 15th, 1 car; 19th, 1; 28d, 2; 84th, 1; asth, 8; 28th, 8; 27th, 8; 20th, 8; 81st, 1; November 
2d, 1; 10th, 1; 18th, 2; 16th, 1. 

We also furnished at that station, daring this time, twenty-flye cars for grain. Oar agent 
advlaes as that there has been very little delay in furnishing Mr. Beams what cars he 
needed. We will do the best we can to keep him fully supplied. 

Copy of Mr. Williams' communication was sent Mr. Reams, who has made 
no further complaint of failure to receive cars for his shipments. . 
December 1, 1898. 



No. 1969—1898. 
n. £. Boyd, Malcom, 

V. 

^ « , * « « ^ r Failure to delirer coal, 

Chioaqo, Rock Island & Pacifio Rail- [ 

way company. j 

Filed November 25, 1898. 

This was a telegram stating that there had been no coal in Malcom since 
November 21st, an& that the railroad company failed to deliver coal now on the 
track at Colfax. 

The matter was investigated, and it was found that the failure to deliver the 
ooal had been due to the storms prevailing more or less all the week, and to other 
unfavorable circumstances, but that the Colfax yards had been cleared of coal, 
and coal was now on its way to Malcom. 

Complainant was advised of the result of the investigation and nothing further 
having been heard from him, it is assumed that the situation i» now satisfactory. 

December 1, 1898. 
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No. 1970—1898. 

Bruninq Brothers, Breda, William " 
SouTHALL & Sons, and Hayton & 
PEARSON, PIERSON. ^ Scarcity of cars: 

Chioago & North-Western Railway 
Company. 

Filed December 3, 1898. 

These were oomplaints received from various parties stating that they were 
unable to procure enough cars for the shipment of their grain, and asking the 
board to use its efforts in procuring cars. The complaints were taken up by tele- 
graph with the railway company and Mr. J. M. Whitman, general manager, 
under date of December 3d, wrote the board: 

During the early psurt of the present week we were in very good shape for cars in Iowa; 
in fact we had quite a surplus on hand. The weather for the past few days, however, having 
afforded conditions favorable for the movement of the new corn crop, that grain has com- 
menced to move in large volume, and has not only absorbed our surplus, but has caused the 
temporary shortage. Our transportation department is fully alive to the situation, and is 
leaving nothing undone to meet the demands made upon us for cars, and I hope and expect 
that a day or two will see the situation much improved and find us in potiition to take care of 
our grain shippers, and especially those xnentioned above. I think I hardly need assure you 
that our interests in this matter are identical with those of the shipper, and that we will use 
our utmost efforts to supply cars for shipments of grain offered over our lines. 

Copy of the foregoing was sent the complainants and nothing further having 
been heard from them, it is assumed that their wants were relieved as promptly 
as possible. 

December 31, 1898. 



No. 1971—1898. 
B. Olson & Co., Swea City, 1 

V. ' 

„ ^ « „ *, }■ PailtuT to fiimisb cars. 

Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- [ 

ERN Railway Company. J 

Filed December 9, 1898. 

The complainants wrote the board under date of December 8th, that they had 
leased the farmers' warehouse, and asked if the railroad company could refuse to 
let them have cars to ship grain in. 

Mr. C. J. Ives, president of the railroad company, advised the commission that 
cars had been very scarce; that no one got all that they should, and that the com- 
plainants would have their share of the supply. Nothing further having been 
heard from the complainants, the case is closed. 

December 31, 1898. 
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No. 1972— 18d8. 

Darby Block Coal Company, by A. J. 
SwEETMAN, Superintendent, Dar- 

BYVILLE, 

V. 



* Failure to furnisb cars. 



Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rail- 
way Company. 

Filed December 15, 1898. 

On December 14, 189*', Mr. A. J. Sweetman, Buperintendent of the Darby Block 
Coal company, DArbyville, Iowa, wrote the board that they were unable to get 
cars for the shipment of coal. The matter was at oace taken up with the rail- 
road company, and on Dacember 20th Mr. W. G. Collins, general manager, wrote 
the board: '*I find Mr. Sweetman, superintendent Darby Block Coal company, 
has no reason to complain of his treatment. That company ordered nine (9) oars 
the first sixteen (16) days in December, and received sevea (7) cars. They usually 
load about three (3) cars per week. They have received their full proportion of 
all cars we have been able to furnish on the Kansas City division, and have not 
been discriminated against in any manner whatever." 

Copy was sent Mr. Sweetman, and nothing further having been heard from 
him, the complaint was regarded as satisfactorily adjusted, and closed. 

December 31, 1898. 



No. 1973—1893. 
T. R Carroll, Plainpield, 



* Overcharge on shipment of coal. 



V. 

Illinois Central Railroad Company. , 

Filed t'ebruary 1, 1898. 

Mr. T. R. Carroll called the attention of the board to what he claimed to be 
an excessive charge for hauling a carload of coal from Waverly to Plainfield, 
about thirteen miles; charges, $15.17, a charge greatly in excess of the Iowa tariff 
for this distance. 

The shipment in question was a carload of block coal consigned from Danville, 
Ind., to Plainfield, and was delivered by the Chicago Great Western railway to 
the Illinois Central railroad at its connecting track with that line at Waverly. 
The charges on shipment, Danville to Waverly, were $43.05. 

The claim was submitted to Mr. J. T. Harahan, second vice-president Illinois 
Central Railroad company, who wrote the board, on February 19, 1898, stating 
that he presumed the board had, in writing him, overlooked the fact that this 
was an interstate shipment. 

Thereupon the commission wrote Mr. Harahan, substantially, that the inter- 
state character of this case was recognized upon its filing, but that in accordance 
with a long established custom of the office it was taken up with him with the 
thought in mind that the railroad company, as well as the individuals, would 
prefer, if possible, an amicable adjustment of seeming differences by correspond- 
ence rather than that such claims should go unadjusted; that such course had 
been taken in many cases in which other railroad companies were interested, and 
usually with very gratifying results, although, technically, the board might have 
no authority or jurisdiction in the premises whatsoever. 
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At the Bame time Mr. Carroll was advised that the question of the jurisdiction 
of the board had been raised, owing to the shipment being interstate and, there- 
fore, not under the authority of the board, and that should the company insist on 
this position it would be useless for the commissioners to make further attempts 
toward a settlement. However, on March 1, 1898, Mr. Harahan wrote the board 
substantially as follows: 

Bef erring to your letter of the 21st ult., with reference to complaint of Mr. T. B. Oarroll. 
The reason I wrote you as I did on February 19th was that I snpposed you partially under- 
stood the situation, but as you apparently do not I will endeavor to be more explicit. 

The Ohicago Great Western road has, for some time, had a Joint tariif in effect on block 
coal with the Ohicago & Eastern Illinois railroad and, notwithstanding the protest of the 
western lines, has continued it in effect. The Great Western road has endeavorea to force the 
business on us on the low Iowa locals. We haye refused to recognize such rates as being 
applicable, instead of which we have used class " D ** rate, which is the usual rule when there 
is no regular tariff to apply. We have considered that the Iowa soft coaJ rates apply on coal 
mined in Iowa only, and, of course, have been applying the local distance tariff on coal given 
to us at our Junctions, on Iowa coal. We do not feel that the Iowa local rates are necessarily 
applicable on Interstate freight. This, of course, carries with it the idea that your com- 
mission has no right to make rates to apply on interstate shipments. As you know, we have 
a road of our own from Ohicago to Plainfield, and there is no reason why this business should 
not be given to us at Ohicago, instead of at the Junction point in Iowa. Tou will certainly 
agree with me that it is not fair that we should be imposed on in this manner. 

The above will explain the situation to you from our standpoint. 

The board,!having no jurisdiction over the matter of interstate shipments, and 
having failed to adjust the claim by correspondence, the case is closed upon the 
records of the office. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 1974— 1898. 
JosBPH Beck, Marcus, 

V. 



' Loss of coal in transit. 



ILLINOIS Central Railroad Company. , 

Piled March 8, 1898. 

On March 8, 1898, Mr. Joseph Beck, of Marcus, wrote the board, asking 
whether a railroad company had a right to charge for freight on coal they had 
never delivered, adding that he had received cars of coal over the Illinois Cen- 
tral which were found to be short in weight, and that the railroad company 
declined to pay for the coal lost. 

The commissioners addressed a letter to Mr. Beck, asking whether he had 
knowledge of the shortage at the time he paid the freight, or whether the loss 
was discovered later. 

On April 8th Mr. Beck wrote the board as follows: 

Your letter at hand of the 7th, and contents noted. In regard to overcharge on coal will 
say that one was an open car. This car, when it arrived, I called the attention to two dray- 
men, also the agent, showing them that at one end it was not near full, and also that it had 
only a capacity of twenty tons and I was charged with twenty-two. I weighed every pound 
of the above car on my scales and gave the railroad company a correct copy of same. 

The other was a box car, and in weighing it found I was one ton short. As soon as I found 
the shortage I brought in my weights and complements, and we had considerable correspond- 
ence, and at last was informed that the claim would not be allowed. I have no sheds on the 
railroad track, therefore weigh all my coaJ as soon as it arrives, and it seldom happens that 
when I receive an open car I receive my Just weights. I have done business with the Illinois 
Oentral railroad for over twenty years, and I always find that they want every penny that is 
due them, therefore I think the same is due me. 
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Upon receipt of the foregoinfif, the mabter was submitted to Mr. J. T. Hara- 
han, second vice-president of the Illinois Central Railroad company, who made 
answer for his company May 3, 189 S, substantially as follows: 

That he had looked into this matter carefully, and found that these claims had 
been investig^ated by the freififht claim agent; that one is for shipment of coal 
from Duquoin and the other from Wenona; that the coal from Duquoin was for- 
warded in a stock car, and sealed, and the seals were intact on reaching destina- 
tion; that the coal was weighed at the mine at Duquoin under the direction of 
the Western Railway Weighing association, and Saperinteadeat Carman of that 
association says that he fiods the actual weight of coal was 29,000 pounds as billed, 
and does not thick the consignee has any reason for making claim for shortage; 
that as the car went through without the seals bsiag broken, the shortage coilld 
not have occurred en route; that Mr. Beck weighed the coal in small lots as 
unloaded from the car, and in doing so claimed a discrepancy of 1,940 pounds, for 
which he asks a refund of $2.85; that as the coal was forwarded on miner's weights 
obtained under the supervision of the Western Riilway Weighing association, 
and there is no evidence of shortage other than the claim of consignee, he did not 
see how they could consistently honor it. 

In reference to the car forwarded from Wenona, Mr. Harahan said this was 
an open coal car, and was forwarded on the mine weights— 43,800 pounds, and the 
Wenona Coalcompanj claimed that there was no error in weighing or in billing 
it; that the car was unloaded and the coal weighed by the consignee in small lots, 
as in the other case, and he claims a discrepancy of 3,4 LO pounds, on account of 
which he asks for refund of $7.58; that the investigacion they had given the mat- 
ter did not indicate that there was any stealage or loss of coal en route, and the 
railroad company could not consistently pay this claim; tbat the weights at 
Wenona were also obtained under the suparvisloa of the Western Railway 
Weighing association. 

Copy of Mr. Harahan's answer was sent the complainant, and elicited some 
further correspondence, but this being a matter of a private claim for money 
judgment, and not properly within the jurisdiction of the board, and the commis- 
sioners having failed by correspondence to bring about an amicable adjustment 
thereof, the case is closed, in so far aa the same appears of record in the office of 
the board of railroad commissioners. 

June 11, 1898. 



No. 1999-1898. 
W. W. Lambino, West Liberty, and ' 

OTHER SWIME BREEDERS, 



V. 



In matter of rteulatioaa concerning 
shipment of live boga by express. 



United States Express Company. 

Filed May 9, 1898. 

When the commission in 1897 appointed a day for a hearing in the matter of 
express rates and regulations in the state of Iowa, the only parties who appeared 
before them, aside from representatives of the express companies, were members 
of the Swine Breeders' association. At this time they complained, not against 
the rates in force for shipment of live hogs by express, but on account of the 
manner of billing and shipping of such stock, it being cUimed that express 
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oompanies, when such shipments were received by them, declined to ship and 
bill the same by the shortest and quickest route, and insisted upon shipping over 
the line of the express company receiving the same, regardless of distance or 
time. The shippers made farther complaint that express companies exacted and 
required of them unreasonable and onerous contracts or receipts when live stock 
was delivered for shipment. 

At this hearing the representatives of the express companies assured the 
shippers and the commissioners that they would at once cease insisting upon live 
stock baing shipped over the longest route, both in time and distance, and that 
they would at once comply with request of shippers and suggestion of the board 
that whenever live stock was received for shipment it would be billed and shipped 
over the shortest and quickest route, and that no unreasonable or harsh stipula- 
tions would be placed in their receipts or contracts of shipment. 

Subsequently to this hearing Mr. W W. Lambing, a swine breeder of West 
Liberty and secretary of the Swine Breeders' association, complained to the 
board that the United States Express company had not fully complied with their 
request, and the matter was taken up with Mr. W. H. Quick, general superin- 
tendent, United States Express company. 

It seemed from the investigatioQ that followed that the agents of the express 
company had not fully understood the instructions issued them; and that upon an 
explanation being made, the matter was corrected, and ^ince June, 1898, the 
board has not received any complaint concerning this matter. 

December 1, 1898. 



No. 2000-1898. 

F. E. Gates, Mayor, et al., Marble ^ 
Rook, 

V. I Train aervice — stopping tbrougb 



Burlington, Cedar Rapids & North- 
ern Railway Company. 



trains at small station. 



Filed December 9, 1897. 

A petition signed by H. C. Darland and some thirty-six other firms and resi- 
dents of Marble Rock, was filed with the board by Hon. F. E. Gates, mayor, 
which asked that the commissioners take such action as might be proper and 
necessary to cause the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company 
to stop passenger train No. 6 on signal at said station for passengers; that Marble 
Rock had a population of 700, is a prosperous and thriving town and the country 
adjoining is thickly populated; that they now have but one passenger train from 
the north each day, which carries passengers from this point south, the company 
refusing to stop said train No. 6; that the patrons of this road suffer great incon- 
venience as well as loss in business by the refusal of the company to stop said 
train No. 6. 

In sending in this petition, Mr. Gates said: 

The railway company stops the train on certain occasions, for Instance, if a person is on 
another road and makes connections with this train they will stop and let him ofT. If, how- 
ever, he is at a station on this road and wishes to reach Marble Bock, he must get ofT at 
Greene or Bockford and drive the rest of the way. 

This train stops at stations both sides of us, and we wish the same service extended to 
this town. 
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In answerinsf this petition on December 28th, Mr. C. J. Ives, president of the 
railway company, said: 

ThiB is a matter which has b«en up many times within the last ten years. There are 
other towns besides Marble Bock, towns of equal size and business, and which are equally 
entitled to a stop of this train as is that town, but if this train is to make all these stops, it is 
simply impossible to make the time necessary for the through connections to Chicago & 8t. 
Louis. The time of this train is thirty-six and one-half miles per hour by schedule, and con- 
sidering the stops for crossings of railroads and such other stops as are made, the limit of 
speed is simply the limit of the locomotiye, and every additional stop necessarily increases 
the speed of this train, whioh is as fast as we consider it safe to operate it. 

This train stops at Marble Bock to leave passengers ticketed to that point from any con- 
necting line; it also stops for passengers who are going to Oedar Bapids or beyond. This, we 
feel, is as many stops as should be made, and to stop this train for a passenger going but a 
few miles, is asking something which, under all circumstances, we do not think should be 
granted. 

Copy of Mr. Ives' answer was sent Mr. Gates, who replying, said: 

In answer to Mr. Ives* letter I will state. First. That the citizens of Marble Bock very 
earnestly desire that train No. 6 stop on signal. That is all they ask. Second. The fact of this 
matter having been up many times within the last ten years is probably true, and the railway 
company has most always compiled with the wishes of our citizens to the extent that they 
would stop train No. 6, and then the first thing we knew the lights would go out. That is to 
say they would Issue an order to not stop at all for passengers on the above named train. 
But if a passenger got on at Nora Junction for Marble Bock from a connecting railway, they 
would fall over themselves trying to stop the train. The reason I mention Nora Junction is 
that it is a distance of only fifteen miles from here, and the fare is about 40 cents. Third. 
We very much doubt if there is a town on the line of the Burlington, Oedar Bapids A North- 
em railway the size of Marble Bock, where they do not cheerfully stop train No. 6, if asked. 
Again, this station is well patronized by our citizens in all the branches of business and all we 
ask is to be treated fairly. 

The writer was a passenger on train No. 8, out of Minneapolis a few days ago, and we 
noticed, especially, alw>ut the stops and found that they stopped nearly everywhere between 
this point and Minneapolis or Albert Lea, and noticed, especially, the long stops and especl- 
aJly the long stop at Bockford, Iowa, the next station above us and came in on time exactly. 
We do not go a cent on the talk that they cannot stop here if they chocs s. 

Another point taken by Mr. Ives is that to stop the train for passengers going but a few 
miles should in his opinion not be allowed. In our opinion this is no argument. 

First, Mr. Ives nor anyone else can tell Just how far these passengers may want to travel. 
In the second place it is a great detriment to this place to oblige our own citizens, as well as 
the traveling public, to either wait till the trains run conveniently or hire a livery and drive 
to our neighboring towns Greene or Bockford. 

We can testify to numerous cases of having to drive to Greene and to only ask them to 
stop on signal seems very fair in the opinion of our citizens. 

The oommissioners wrote Mr. W. P. Brady, general agent of the Burlington, 
Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company, on February 14, 1898, asking whether 
it would not be possible, without interfering with the efficiency of the train serv- 
ice, to in some measure relieve the wants of Marble Rock. 

Mr. Brady's answer to this letter of the board, together with letter of 
Superintendent Goodell to Mr. Brady, are inserted herein, as it would seem they 
exhaustively explain the situation: 

Tours of the 14th instant, relative to above, enclosing a copy of letter addressed to you 
by Mr. F. B. Gates, mayor of Marble Bock, under date of the 8th instant, has been received. 
I desire for the information of the railroad commissioners to submit and have made part of 
thl4 case, a letter addressed to me by Mr. G. A Goodell, superintendent, under date of the 
SBBd instant, which shows that all trains, both freight and passenger, on the section of the 
road where Marble Bock is located, except our No. 11, a through freight, north bound, due 
there at 7 p. m., and our No. 6, Chicago express, south bound, due there at 12:8S ▲ m., stop at 
that station. 
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I desire to call yoar attention to the statement of Mr. Ooodell, that even this train, which 
is pressed to make time from its starting point at Minneapolis and St. Paul, until it reaches 
its destination in St. Lonis, will stop for local traffic on signal, in case of urgent sickness, 
death, or other important emergencies. It seems to me that Mr. Goodell's statement is con- 
clusiye proof that Marble Bock has not been discriminated against in the passenger serrice 
of this company, and that its citisens hare no reason to complain of the service in this respect 
they receive from the hands of the Burlington, Oedar Baplds & Northern Bail way' company. 

Practical experience has demonstrated to us that we cannot permit train No. 6 to be 
delayed under its present time schedule, or stopped at local points unless absolutely neces- 
sary to do so. Yours truly, 

W. P. Bbadt, 

General AQent. 

Obdab Bapids, Iowa, February 88, 1898. 
Mr, W. P. Brady t Qenerdl Agent, BuUding: 

Dbab Sib— The following trains which carry passengers stop at Marble Bock: 

No. 5, Minneapolis express, north bound, 3:16 a. m., stops on signal. 

No. 8, way freight, south bound, 7:40 A. m. 

No. 12, through freight, south bound, 9:06 A. M. 

No. 1, local passenger, north bound, 11:40 a. m. 

No. 10, stock train, south bound, 11:40 a m. 

No. 0, fast freight, north bound, 3:96 p. m , stops on signal. 

No. 7, way freight, north bound, 5:02 p m. 

No. 2, local passenger, south bound, 5:02 p. m. 

The only trains through Marble Bock which do not stop for passengers are: 

No. 11, through freight, north bound, 7 p. m. 

No. 6, Ohicaso express, south bound, 12:28 a. m. 

Either of these trains will always stop on special request, in cases of urgent sickness, death 

or other sudden emergencies. No. 6 will always stop to leaye passengers from points off the 

line of our road, and take on passsengers for points south and east. 

Tours truly, 

G. A. GoODSiiL, 

Superintmident, 

In closingf the case on April 26th the commissioners wrote 'Major Ga'ea sub- 
stantially 88 follows: 

Beferring to your complaint of some time ago against the Burlington, Oedar Bapids & 
Northern Bailway company on account of its failure to stop its through night passenger train 
going south at Marble Bock ; we have had this matter up with the offlcialS'Of the railway com- 
pany and otherwise have investigaced the grounds of such complaint, as far as we have bf en 
able to without going to Marble Bock, and we have reached the conclusion that the board 
would not be justified in making an order requiring the railway company to stop its night 
train at Marble Bock. 

The question of train service within the state is one that is frequently befere the board, 
and in making orders regarding the same we are required to exercise care and discretion in 
not interfering with through trains, for the reason if we should make an order in regard to 
the stopping of the train at one station upon one line of railway, that rule or order would 
have to be applied by the board to all stations, on all lines of railway within the state, which 
might be situated in similar manner. 

If the only question involved was whether or not an order might be rightfully made 
regarding the stoppage of this particular train at your town, the board might not have much 
difficulty in arriving at a conclusion, but the public demands require all lines of railway 
either operating through lines or connecting lines therewith, from the Missouri river east to 
Chicago, that they operate them as rapidly as possible (and without any unnecessary delay), 
as the safety of the public will permit, and if these trains, by order of the commission, should 
be stopped at all stations, you will readily agree with us that they would soon become local 
and not through trains. 

We understand the situation you are in with regard to your opportunity of reaching sta- 
tions south of you, and we hope that the railway company may be able to at least give yon 
better accommodations in that respect, but we cannot see our way clear, in order to accom- 
plish that object or purpose, to require this train, which is a fast through train, to stop at any 
or all stations of the size of Marble Bock. 

April 26, 1898. 
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TABLE 5— 





IirOOM> BOHDS. 


RAIIAOADS. 


Amount of 
authorised 
issue. 


Amount 
issued. 


Amount out- 
standing. 


Cash realized 
on amount 
issued. 


Ames A Ck>llege 










Albla & Oenterville 










Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 


t 71,728,000.00 


f 51,728,000.00 


1 61,728,000.00 




Boone Valley. 




Burllnirton. Oedar BaDldiB A Northern. . 










Ohlcaso, Burllnirton A Qulncy 










Ohicago, Burlmffton A Kansas Oity 










Kansas Oity, St. Josenh & Oouncll Blulfs 






•16.48 




St. Louis, Keokuk ft Northwestern 








Hnmegtnn A: Shenandoah ,...., 










Ohlcacro, Ft. Madison & Des Moines 


•168,877.60 


16t,'877 66 


108,377.50 




ChicaffO, Iowa A Dakota 




Chicago Great Western 










Chicago, Milwaukee ft St. Paul 






1,808,000.00 




Chicago, Bock Island ft Pacific 








Chicago ft North-western 

Chicago, St. Paul. Minneauolls ft Omaha 


500,000.00 


600,000.00 


600,000.00 




Sioux City ft Pacific '.'..]. 










Crooked Creek 










Des Moines, Northern ft Western 










Dubugue ft Sioux City 










Des Moines Union 










Iowa Central 










Iowa Northern 










Keokuk ft Western 










Des Moinesft Kansas City 










Mason City ft Ft. Dodge 










Minneapolis ft St. Louis 










Omaha ft St. Louis 










Sioux City ft Northern '.,'.. 




















Union Pacific 










Wabash 










Winona ft Western [[[ 










_ _ NABBuW GAUOa BOADS. 

Burlington ft Northwestern 










Burlington ft Western 




• ••• •••••! •••• 
















Total 


t 72,891,877.50 


f 62,801.877 60 


1 68.604,888.08 





* Income scrip, t Debenture bonds. 
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FUNDED DEBT. 



INOOMB BONDB. 


■QUIPMSNT TBUST OBUGATIONS. 


INTVBIST. 


Amount of 
authorized 
Issue. 


< 

Amount 
Issued. 


Amount out- 
standing. 


Oash realized 
on amount 
Issued. 


INTBBEST. 




Accrued 
during 
year. 


Paid dur- 
Ingyear. 


1 


Accrued 
during 
year. 


Paid dur- 
ing year. 












































11,540,880.00 




































































































































































































t'04,903.33 






1 1,867,674.81 


8 1,213,309 61 






f 88,017.75 


8 87,067.75 




64,850.00 




























30,000.00 


30,000.00 


f28,000,000.00 


28,000,000.00 
16,000.00 


26,136,000.00 
888.88 


826,006.013.23 




1,305,466.66 
59616 


1,297,060.00 
596.16 
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1,776,513.56 

910,573 20 




1,525,453.97 
28,163.68 












1,371.95 












8,841.22 


"** '54,122.44 












126,080 99 




1,137.56 


179.065.87 


2,666.63 






2,665.68 
6.227.73 
9,803,695 08 
1,154,590 01 
6,377,825.55 
8,874,881.46 




241,434 67 


'**'748,886"33 


"8,'600,7iO85 
1,903,415 34 
4,444,986.59 
3,469,625.86 


236,206 94 








1.292,975.23 


















1,140,011.69 






207,672 78 




405.255.60 










84,949.76 
3,864.95 


1,877,769.47 
18,119.78 
40,424.31 






1,912.719 23 












21,984 73 


36,707.96 










3,716.35 


86,432.19 




83,404.11 


114.13 




169,960.43 






183 98 






183 92 
















105.477.67 




584,208.86 

45,377.66 

* 173,069.88 








689,68153 
32,288.28 






439.40 
22,971.66 
19,100.27 


.326.04 
' ' 618,81054 


•••••• • •• 

9.87627 




764 44 






•.. •*•••••,.. 




677,910.81 


146,827.86 




12,105.17 


306,702 07 
1,988.66 




1,088.56 


"26,064.11 
1,198.86 


'"il5V646".75 
14,997.56 












135,710 86 






1,108 86 






16,191.42 












401,496.91 






040,060 68 
14,508.70 

118,680.71 
681,784.05 




21,888.76 


9,818.33 


517.189.96 


24,188.08 












9,684.67 
16,574.86 








128,365 88 












506,308.41 












$10,628,752.01 


$ 038,084.62 


136,402,962.96 


1 4,743,604 78 


1 182,286.88 


11.703,805 20 


$48,914,866.88 


$4,192,111.28 
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TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE 16— 





FA88VHOBB. 


BAIIiBOADB. 


Originating 
and terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Originating but 
not terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Terminating 
but not orig- 
inating in 
Iowa. 


Crossing the 
state. 


Total passen- 
ger revenue. 


Ames Sc Oollege 


1 


1 


- 
1 


1 


$ S.660.80 


Albla & OenterTllle 


7,400 99 


Atchison, ToDeka & Santa Fe 








20,446.80 


Bo<Hie Valley. 






186,846.74 


' 86,iS28'59 




Burlington, Oedar Rapids & Northern. 
Chicago. Burlington & Qulncy 


649,521.18 


83,390.37 


856,285.88 


Ohlcago. Burlington & Kansas Oity. . 












Kansas Oitr, St. Joseph Sc Council B. 
Sc. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern.. 






















Ohloago, Ft. Madison & Des Moines.... 










14,762.16 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 










7,072.40 


OhicaKO Great Western 










483.134.80 


c hicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 










1,199,838.24 


Ohlcago, Bock Island Sc Pacific 










1,540,875.78 


Ohloago & North- Western. 


893,419.63 


179,126.82 


166,108 31 


880,854.39 


1,619,507 65 


Ohlcago, St. Paul, MlnneaDolis & O. . . 


139,692.74 


Sioux Olty & Pacific 

Crooked Oreek 


83,717 51 
625.48 


24,041.97 


21,934.81 


34,288.99 


166,993.28 
625 48 


Des Moines, Northern & Western 








102,21929 


Dabuque & Sieux City 










613,438.39 


BtacyvlUe railroad 










295.87 


Des Moines Union 












Iowa Central 






, 




263.212 06 


Iowa Northern 


1.560.06 








1,560.06 


Keokuk & Western 


• 








Mason City &, Ft. Dodge 










30.943.70 


Minneapolis & St. Louis 










92,120 66 


Omaha & St. Loui« 










39,789 50 


Sioux City & Northern 


12,18811 
2,302.00 


8,263.29 


7,389.80 




22,836 20 


Tabor & Northern 


2,302.09 


Union Pacific 










Wabash 












Winona & Western 










4,948.54 


^ NARROW OAUOB ROADB, 

Burlington & Northwestern 










12,612.18 


Burlington & Western 










14,436.60 














Total 


$1,513,339 06 


$ 289,820.95 


1 835,278.66 


1 500,671.97 


17,258,70013 



* Estimated, t Included in passenger revenue. 
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TWENTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE 16-INCOME— 





PAT1IBNT8 TBOM NBT mOOIOI. 




myiDB«DB ON STOOK. 


Other pay- 
ments. 




BAIIiBOADS. 


OOMMON. 


PBBnBBBSD. 






Bate. 


1 

o 

a 

< 


1 

PS 

■ • • • 


a 

< 


• 


Ames A Ooliege 

Albla St OenterTllle 


1 

20,000.0) 


$ 


1 


1 

20,000 00 


Afu^bls'^n. ToD^ka A Santa Fe. . 








Boone Valley 

Burlington, Ced. Bap. St Nor... 
Ohlcago, Burl. St Qulacy 
Ohlcaso. Burl. St Kan. Olty... 


- • • • 

i 

a 


'"220,000 00 
3,690,126 00 
















220,000.00 








3,690,126.00 










Kansas Otty, St. Jo. St 0. B.... 
St Louis. Keokuk A N. W . . . . 


5 9 
5 

« • • « < 

"6!5 

3.5 

6 

2 

■ • • • • 


855 789 58 
272,190.00 

"2,ft8M63.00 

l,615,45ir0 

1,954,195.00 

870,994.00 


• • • • 






366,739 58 






271,190.00 


Ohlcago, Ft Madison StB.M.,.. 

Ohlcago, i owa St Dakota 

Ohloago Oreat Western 

Ohlcago, Milwaukee St St. Paul 
Ohlcago, Bock Island St Pacific 
Chicago St North-Western 

Ohlcago, St. Paul, Mln. StO... 

Sioux Olty St Pacific 

Orooked Greek 








.... 








- • • • 

7 

• • 

7 
7 
7 


* '2,104,245.60 


4I«,4M.00 


492,404.CO 
4,635,706.50 
1,616.45800 


1,565,628 75 

787,976.00 

11,830 00 




8,519,823.76 




1,158,970.00 
11,830 00 






Des Moines, Nor. St Western.... 
Dubuaue & Sioux Oltv .... 


"**3 


299,988.00 








299,i^o6 


Stacy vUie railroad 










Des Moines Union 














Iowa Central 




. 










Iowa Northern 




80.00000 










Keokuk St Western 


2 






80,000.00 


Mason City St Ft Dodge 

Minneapolis St 8t. Louis 

Omaha St St. Louis 


8!46 


266,000.00 










265,000 00 






Sioux 01t7 St Northern 


• • • ■ 












Tabor & Northern 












Union Pacific 














Wabash 














Winona St Western 














NARBOW OAUQB BOATS. 

Burllncton St Northwestern .... 






• 








Burllnffton St Western 


























Totals 


1 11,410,148.58 




1 4,734,680.251 490,404 00 


$16,637,232 83 
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ENTIRE LINE. 



FROM OPBRATIONS, TB. 
XNDniQ JONB 30, 1898. 


TaOM OPIIRATIONS, TB. 
■NDINQ JUNB 80, 1897. 


TOBTIAB ■NDlllQ 
JUNS 30, 1898. 


OH JUva 80, 1898. 


Surplus. 


•s 

Q 
8 


• 

P 
m 


4i 

•5 
Q 


OB 

1 

•a 

< 


• 

i 

1 

•8 
« 


• 
CB 

P 

1 ■ 

$ 

80,363.60 
3,942,648.56 


• 

1 


1... 


$ 


$ 

169.31 


s 


8 


30,532.81 












3,890.424 94 




1,603,886.60 




1,551,005 98 














259,302.54 




8,194,408 19 

10,730.906.90 

33.745.75 

1,775,141.61 

901,781.98 




111,041.57 




2,557,752.30 

12,256,360.17 

61,909.33 

1,776,513.56 

910,573 20 

2,665.68 

6,227.73 
9,803,605 08 
1,154,530 01 
6,377,825.55 
8,874,881.46 




1,525,453.97 










28,163.68 




1,371.95 












8,841.22 


""'54,122.44 










126,080 99 




1,137.56 


179.065.87 


2,665.63 








248,434 67 


■* 748,886" 33 


'8,'609,7ib'85 
1,903,415 34 
4,444,986.59 
3,469,625.86 


236,206 94 








1,292,975.28 


















2,140,011.69 






807,672 78 




405.255.60 










84,949.76 
3,864.95 


1,877,769.47 
18,119.78 
40,4ii4.81 






1,912.710 23 












21,984 73 


36,707.96 










3,716.35 


86,432.19 




83,404.11 


114.13 


, 


169,950 43 






183 91 






183 92 
















105,477.67 




584,203.86 

45,877.66 

"173,069.88 








639,681.53 
32,282.88 






439.40 
22,971.66 
19,100.27 


.825.04 
' "618,810.54 


9.87627 




764 44 










677,910.81 


145,887.86 




12,196.17 


306,702 07 
1,988.56 




1,988.56 


"80.064.11 
1,198.86 


"115,646.75 
14,997.66 





*1M,710 86 






1,198 86 






16,191.42 












401,496.91 






940,060 68 
14,509.70 

118,680.71 
581,784.06 




81,888.76 


9,818.33 


517.189.96 


24,888.08 












9,684.57 
16,574.86 








128,366 28 












596,308.41 














$10,628,752.01 


1 932,084.68 


136,402,962.98 


$ 4,743,604.78 


$ 182,285.88 


11,798,805 80 


$48,914,866.88 


$4a92,lU.28 
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TWENTY-SKOOND ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



TABLE 16— 





PASSBNQSB. 


BAIIiROADB. 


Originating 
and terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Originating but 
not terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Terminating 
but not orig- 
inating In 
Iowa. 


Crossing the 
state. 


Total passen- 
ger revenue. 


Ames & Gollege 


1 


t 


ft 


ft 


$ 8,659.80 


Albla & Oentervllle 








7,400 99 


Atchison, Topeka A Santa Fe 










20,445.80 


Boone Valley 






186,845.74 


' 85,5i»'59 




Burlington, Cedar Baplds & Northern. 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy 


549,521.18 


83,390.37 


855,2a5.88 


Chicago, Burlington & Kansas City.. 












Kansas City, St. Joseph & Council B. 












Sc. Louis, Keokuk A Northwestern.. 












Chicago, Ft. Madison A Des Moines.... 










14,752.16 


Chicago, Iowa & Dakota 










7,072.40 


ChlcaKO Great Western 










483.134.80 


C hlcago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 










1.199,838.24 


Chicago, Bock Island A Pacific. ....... 










1,540,875,78 


Chicago & North- Western. 


893,419.63 


179,136.32 


169,108 31 


880,854.39 


1,619.507 65 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & O. . . 


139,692.74 


Sioux City & Pacific 

Crooked Creek 


83,7S7 51 
625.48 


24.041.97 


21,934.81 


34,288.99 


166,993.28 
625 48 


Des M olnes, Northern & Western 








102,21929 


Dabuque & Sieux City 










613,438.39 


Stacy viUe railroad 










295.87 


Des Moines Union 












Iowa Central 






, 




263,812 06 


Iowa Northern 


1,560.06 








1,560.06 


Keokuk A Western 


• 








Mason Cltv A Ft. Dodge. 










30,943.70 


Minneapolis A St. Louis 










92,820 66 


Omaha & St. Loui«*.. 

Sioux City & Northern 


■ 13,188.ii 
2,302.09 


**** 3,2(53.29 


"''7,389.80 




89,789 50 
22,836 20 


Tabor A Northern 


2,302.00 


Union Pacific 










Wabash 












Winona & Western 










4,948.54 


NARROW GAUOB ROADS. 

Burlington & Northwestern 










12,612.18 


Burlington & Western 










14,436.60 














Total 


$1,543,339 06 


1 289,820.95 


1 335,278.66 


$ 500,671.97 


$7,238,70013 



* Estimated, t Included In passenger revenue. 
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E ARNINGS— lO W A. 



IXPBISS. 


Extra baggage 
and storage. 


• 

"3 


1 

9 

s 




Originating 
and terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Originating but 
not terminat- 
ing in Iowa. 


Terminating 
but not orig- 
inating in 
Iowa. 


1 


m 

s 

« 

H 
O 

3 

o 

EH 


3§ 










9. . • >• 

300.00 
8,626.20 


9* • • • • ■ • • 

186.51 
346.07 


1,16307 


8 2.659.80 










9,049 57 










4,045 82 


138 37 


29.501.70 




















64,148.91 


» 


109,808.74 




1,089,328.58 


••••••»••••• 


























































836.05 

"'9,'086.98 

30,403.51 

19,713.01 

36,079.68 

3,916 60 

4,860.68 


4,74906 

1,310.12 

51,400.88 

881,937.70 

178,571 83 

863,350.33 

83 843.78 

88,875.60 

708.80 

13,052.80 

92,681.40 

148.95 

' '44.743.87 


***'6i4.60 

• • • • 

38.06 

41,549.81 

9,184.64 

2,612.40 

180.92 












4,600.00 

346 76 

42,836 60 

168,436.80 

148,728,56 

122.081.61 

10,791.84 

7,370.86 


84,850.87 










8,789.28 










580,004.65 










1.661,666.06 










1,887,067.22 










8.043.681.51 










178,844.30 










801,689 78 










1,334.88 










9.000.00 

58,576.80 

60.00 


8,198 66 

80,196.92 

8.31 


*' 980.46 


186,470.75 










785,758.97 










618.18 










""85&92 












14,408.40 


4,712.98 


827.786.58 










1,560.06 




























1,201.77 
13,85887 

8,878.99 
878.87 
885.74 


99817 

2,(;0;>.30 

797.88 

419.56 


4,880 88 
81,530.57 
14,848.81 

6,531.84 
433.84 




87,464.47 










23.97 
273.20 


129,728.76 










68,976.88 










80.165 87 












8,971.07 




























**" "57.83 
72.95 

• • • • • • • 


f78,041.88 










1,011.66 

918.00 
1,788.00 


107.44 
156.90 

|185,88i.50 


1,689.10 

3,744.80 
4,635 00 


7,707.06 










17.456.37 










81,010.60 














...-.;.-..... 






1678,349.73 


11,088,056.52 


$56.8281519.283,303.85 
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MILEAGE, OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 



OF 



RAILWAY COMPANIES. 



BOARD OF BAILEtOAD COMMISSIONERS. 

AMES & COLLEGE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PBOFSBTT OPBBATBD. 





™ 


]IAU. 


i 




FBOM- 


^ 





Amea* College railway 


Aaea... 


Oolleiw 


SDfi 



TITIA. 


HAn. 


MManoK o» onnoa. 


















s^siss?-"-:;;-;;; 










g:l:iS;:-:;:--;:.::' 






owa. 



.^ 


poeiomci A0IHUB8. 


SAMM. 


PO«TOrn<n ADDBBS8. 




Amaa, owa. 

AmeS: owt. 
Amea, owa. 














Hod. Jamaa Wllaon.... 


Waahingtoii. D. 0, 


J.L Bndd 



ALBIA & CENTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

FBOPBBTT OPERATED. 



JMW. 


TIBHIHAU. 


IT 


1 


rBOK— 


TO— 


Main line 


Albla,lowa 


OenterrlUe. la,. 


MM 


MM 



,™. 


.^. 


™™..,„„.™. 




































General Superlnten dent! "W'.W^'.V'.'.V.W.'M 

SnperlntBDdent of Telegraph 


aw. BuntlnstoD 


Mftrstiantown.Iowft. 
Mft™hallto»n,Iowa. 








3 G.LnW 

Thoa P.Barry 




General PassenKer Agent 


Marahall town. Iowa. 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



ALBIA & CBNTERVILLE RAILWAY COMPANY-Comtimotd. 

DIBG0TOB9. 



New York, N. Y. 
New Tork, N. Y. 
Mew York, W. Y. 



P.M. Drake... 



ATCHISON. TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPEBI^ OFEBATBD. 
L Ballroad line repreiented by oplW sWck | g g,\'Seh«and wnr.. 

5. ProprletUT companies whose entire capital stock 1b owned by this company. 
a. Line operated nnder lease for speclfled sam. 

^ Line operated nnder contract, or where the rental la contingent upon earnings or other 
eonslderatlona. 

6, Line operated under trackage rights. 







S« 


■Ai 




TEBHtNlLS. 


-£ 


Mi 














M 


i 




FROM- 


TO- 










-VO 








5** 




1. aThBAichlaon, TopekaiS-F, By. 00 


'OlilCHHO iEIb Jc 


I.M.&Tei.line 


1,BBS.I 




b The AIchlaoD, Topeka A. a. F. By. Co 


tAncona, III ... 
LaJuDtn. Oal, . 




S3-1 






ienvwVooi':;-: 






^ewcoI.. Kan .. 


l-urcBll, l-T,... 


esa.g 






Holllday, Kan.. 


-T. A TBI line 








tN.Leji'gtnn, Mo 


Hnthrop,Mo.-. 
Tupeka.San. .. 








AtcblBOr.Kan.. 


BO-M 






Wilder. Kan.. 


Hawthorne, Kan 


U.I 








i. Ottawa, Kan 








N.cnww^i, Kbd! 


Emp rlB, Kan .. 


XA 






SKK-S'K.fe 


Quenemo, Kan.. 


xa 






Uridley, Kan.... 


SSI 




♦ 


Uolony. Kan.... 
Chanule, Kan... 




ei'.B 






FoFitanac, Kan .. 


I.I 






L'herryyale, Kan 


aofTeyvlllB, Kan 








Cbauute, Kan... 


uls 








UMl^nJe^Kan 


11.1 








uedar Vale, Kan 


M.S 






EufioV^Kan"" 


Mollne.Uan,. .. 


84.31 






Uaiar, Kan 


10 00 






UJadscdne, Kan! . 
Ahllone, ian . 


Neb. state line... 


lea.B* 






Hallna, Kan . 


KH 








Barnard, Kan.... 


u.o 








WlnflBld Kan.... 








Augaet*, Kan . . 


Mulvane, Kan... 


W-» 






Mulvane, Kan... 


Caldwell, Kan... 


u.t 






Wellln»;t'n, Kan. 


Eluonewell, Kan. 








MlUa,Kan 


Si.S!'S 








Mulvane. Kan... 


168.38 






Florence. Kan... 


Sll on wood, Kan. 
3 Illy rood Kan. . . 


S8.8 






Lltlln River, Kan 








Uutchlnson, Kan 


k:'°ll'dlty.K'aii:: 








araut Rend, Kan 


IMia 






L«nad, Kan. 


Jetmore, Kan .. 


u.e 






S. Pueblo, Col... 


Canon Olty, Ool . 








Dillon, N. M.. 


Jloasbur/M. M. 


sin 






iT^lT-k":":. 


HotBpringa.N.IH 
Santa Pe.N. M.. 


19.30 






'ocofro, N.M.... 


Maffdalena,N,M 


SO.M 






Blncon. N, M... 


E^?Jfi.'!N"«; 


U.U 






Null, N.M 








Dpming, N.M,,.. 


silver Olty.M.M, 
Pan Handle, Tei 


iB.ao 


„ 


8. TheB. K. Railway Company of Texas.. 


1l».41 




K. B. tE.P. raUroaa 


i S; t t": liSe 


ElPabo. Tex 


so. IE 


ia).M 



BOARD OF RAILROAD CO M MIS 31 HERS. 



ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA PB RAILWAY COUPAHY— CONTINUBD. 




,™.,„. 


1 






.«,.- 


"- 




Neb. state line... 

Btreator, Jc, in. 
Big Blue, Uo. 
Waihbura.Tei.. 








?aSfSt'i.'Liai^a~-':;:::::::: 

Toledo, Peoria ft W. railway 

KauBisUlty Belt railway 

Ft. W.&D.O. railroad 








^aperlor, Neb ... 


a 

U.OI 




Peklif'jct'.i'lll.". 
Kaosaa Olty. Uo 
A.rnaTlllo,Tex... 


37.88 
«,()«.T3 



■ EzolnalTf 

+ Exclusive . 

IlQClQdlag branch to Lake Contrary, 1B.8T miles. 

Proportion tor Iowa, IB.se mll«a. lacludei . 10 miles of UluUslppl river brldse. 

Average mllea operated, main line. dnrlnK the year, iMl.tt. 



Ohalrmao ot the Board 

President 

Aaalstaot to the Prealdent .... ., 

First Vlre-Presldent and Oeneral Bolloltor. 

Becond Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer 

Asslctant Secretary 

Aaalstant Treasurer 

Oeneral Uoansel 

OomptroUer 

Qeneral Auditor 

OaneralPnichaslDf ABBDt 

Qeneral Maaacer 

Ohlef ■nslnaer 

Ouieral SapOTlBMndeDt 

Signal Bngbieer 

BniMrlntradent ol Uachlnery 

BuperlntendeDt of Oar Service 

BapeclntenOeot of Talegrapb 

Gteneial Olalm Asent 

Freight TratBc uanaEer 

Awletant Frelgbt Trafflc Uanager 

Qeneral Freight Annt 

AaalBHant General Freight Agent 

FaasengeiTralBc Manager 

QcueralPasMnger Agent... 

General Baggi^e Agent 

Auditor ot Dlsbarsements 

Auditor of Freight Becelpta 

Aadltor ot Fasaenger Uecetpts 

Tax OommlBsloner 

Ltuid uommlseloner 



Aldaoeli'. Walker... 

B P. Rlyley 

O. M. Higglnson 

B. D. Kenni.. 

Paul Morton 

B. Wilder 

L. O Deming 

H. W. Gardiner 

Victor Morawed 

J. P. Whitehead 

B. C Wlilteheikd .... 

W. E. HiMigeB 

J, J. Frey 

lames Dun 

H. D. Hnuge 

J. S. Hobson 

John Player 

U. W. EOUDB 

O. O Shoies 

0. W.Kyas 

W. B. Enodle 

W. A. Blssell 

P.O. Gay 

U.B. Hudson 

Seoige T. NlchoUoa. 

W.J. Black 

P. Walsb 

1. S. Lauck 

u. d. SattOD 

O. H. Atwood 

B. T. Uartlldge 

J. E. Frost 



Chicago. 
Ohieago. 



Ohlcago. 
Uhloi^o. 

Topeka! 



Obicago. 

Topeka. 

Topeka. 
Topeka. 
Topeka. 



Bdward P. BIpley. 
Aldace F. Walker. 
William Botch. .. 
^rnsK. Holllday 
Q. Rlaman Dnvai. 
Thomas P. Fowler 
ObarleaS. Oleed... 
Victor Moraweti . . 



Sew^Srk. 

NtwVork 
New York. 

Mew' York. 



Bdward J. Berwlnd . . 
Q-eorge A. Mlckersou. 

B. Somers Hayes 

Thomas A. UHtiorn .. 
George . Haveu — 
Sdward N.Glbbs. . .. 
Benjamin P. Oheney. 



New York. 

New York. 



186 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



BOONE VALLEY COA.L & RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAin. 


nuuaNALB. 


Miles of line 
for eaoh road 
named. 




rBOM— 


TO— 


Boone Valley Goal & Railway company. 


Fraser 


Fraser Junction. 


.8 



OFFICERS. 



TITIil. 



President 

Vice-President and Treasurer. 

Secretary 

General Manaicer. .... 



NAMS. 



Hamilton Browne. 
S. T. Meservey. 
William S. Kelly. 
O. M. Carpenter. 



LOCATION or omen. 



Frasier, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMl. 

1 


POBTOVriOB ADDRSSB. 


NAMB. 


PO8TOFFI0B ADDBS8S. 


Hamilton Browne 


Boone. Iowa 


S. T. Meservey 

O. M. Oaroenter 


Fort Dodare, Iowa. 


Norman D. Fraser 


Uhicaso, III 


Fraser. Iowa. 


David R Fraser 


Chicago, 111 







BURLINGTON, CEDAR RAPIDS & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock \ g |f ^^SchSJand spurs. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 

4. Line operated under contract, or where the rental is contingent upon earnings or other 
considerations 

6. Line operated under trackage rights. 



1. 



2. 



2. 

2. 
4. 
5. 



NAMX. 



Burlington, Ced. Rap. & Northern Ry.— 

a Main line 

b Milwaukee division 

M uscatine division 

Pacific division 

Davenport division 

Iowa City A Western railway 

b Montezuma branch 

Cedar Rapids, Iowa Falls & N. W. Ry.. 
b Dows extension 

Hayfield branch 

Sioux Falls extension 

Lake Park 

Trosky . ... 

Cedar Rapids & Clinton railway 

b Quarry line 

Chicago, Decorah & Minnesota railway 

Waverly Short line 

Iowa Central railway 



Total. 



TBBMINAIiS. 



rBOM— 



Burlington, Iowa 
Linn Jet., Iowa.. 
Muscatine, Iowa 
Vinton, lowii.... 
Near Bennett, la 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
Thornburg, iowa 
Holland, iowa... 

Dows, Iowa 

Garner, Iowa — 
Ellsworth, Minn. 
Lake Park, Iowa 
Trosky, Minn.... 
Iowa City, Iowa. 
Near Plato, Iowa 
PostvilleJct.,Ia. 
Near Winslow,ia 
Waverly Jet., la. 



TO— 



Albert Lea,Minn 
PostviUe, Iowa. 
Riverside. Iowa. 
Holland, Iowa... 
Davenport, Iowa 
What Cheer, la.. 
Montezuma, la.. 
Watertown, S.O. 
Armstrong,Iowa 
Madison Jet., la. 
Sioux Falls. S.D. 
Worthlngt*n,Mln 
Jasper, Minn.... 
Clinton, Iowa.... 

Quarry, Iowa 

Decorah, Iowa... 
Waverly, Iowa.. 
North wood, la. . . 



©•o 


9M 


5§ 


«3S 


. .q . 


na 


iles of 
for eac 
named 


lies of 
for eac 
ofr'dsi 


aa 


S 


• • • 


241.82 


94.13 




MM 




48.12 


172 a88 


31.61 


31.51 


67.22 




16.61 


73 02 


■ • • • 


327.96 


91.26 




6.42 




42.49 




17.66 




9.18 


167 00 


79 20 




2.74 


8194 


23.30 


88.80 


6.68 


5.68 


11.30 


U.89 



1 .136.47 



a Length of main line is 253.21 miles, including the 11.39 miles from Manly Junction to 
North wood, leased from the Iowa Central Railway companv; these deducted from the 2K,21 
leaves 241. S9 miles owned by the Burlington, Cedar Rapids & Northern Railway company. 



BOABD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
OFPIOBBe. 



CbKlrman otthe Boftrd 

Prealdent 

First Vice- PreBldent 

BeoretBry 

AHHlgtant Treasurer 

Tlclie<ti^adiiar. '.'.'.'.'.'.'..'.'.'.'. '.'.'.. 

Oh 1b( Engineer 

Qeneral BuperlDtiMiileDt 

Assistant BuperlnteadeDt 

DIvlstonauperlalendeDt 

Bnperlntendent oE Telegr&pb. 

Genera! Freight Agent 

GenetBl Pasaengar Agent 

QEDBral Ticket Agent 

Pen eral Baggage Aijant 



B.K.Osble 

O. J. Ivea 

Robert Williams.. 

8. a. Dorwart 

a. H HoUlster.... 

H. S Dorwart 

B. K, Tracy ., 

J. O. Broeksmlt ... 

O.O.GIitlUaD 

H. F. White 

Robert Williams 
Qeorjco A. Ooodell 

P. A.TlIurpby. 

W.P. Ward 

P.B.Suaford 

T.H. Simmons.... 
James Uorton 

James Morton 



Chicago, 111. 
Oedar Kaplds. 
Cedar ICapIda. 
Oedar Kapias, 
New YocS, N. 
Oedar Rapids, 
Oedar B apt dB, 
Oedar Rap Ids, 
Cedar Rap Ida, 
Cedar Rap Id r 



Oedar 






Oedar Bapttls, Iowa. 
Oedar BapldK, low- 
EsthBrTllle, Iowa. 
Oedar Baplds. Iowa. 
Oedar Baplds. Iowa 
Oedar Baplda, Iowa , 
Cedar Rapids. Iowa 
Oedar Eaplda.Iowft 



B. B. Oable 

O. P. Bqnlrea..... 

Lytnan Cook 

F. H. Grign 

A. Klmbilr. 

George W. Cable 
Thorn MHadge... 



BurllDgtoD, Iowa. 

Bnrltngton. Iowa. 
Daveaport, Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 
Davenport, Iowa. 
BnrllngtOB, Iowa. 



]. Oankaddeo. 

O.J. Ives 

J. O. Peatley... 
J. W. Bljtbe... 
W. G. Pnrdy.... 
W. H. TrDtwlali 



H QBcatl ne, lo wa ■ 
Oedar Bapldi, Iowa. 

Chicago, fll, 
Borllngton. Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
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board of railroad commissioners. 
ofhoebb. 



Ohalrman of the Board, 

Preildant 

Fliat Vlce-Preatdeut. .. . 
BecQDil Vlce-Prealdeot . 

■ecretary 

Tzeaeaier, 

General BoUoltoi 

AndltOT-QeDeial. 
Oaneral Ma 

OhlelEDKl] 

Oenaral Saperlntendent 

SaperlatendeDt. Iowa llnca. 

Dlvtston Saperlutendeat. 

DlTleiOD anperlDtendent. 

Baperlntendeut ol TetegMpb 

€l«iioral Preliht Annt — 

-— it QenenaSVelgbt AsentB .... 

il Pasaenger and Ticket Aient 

,uit Qeneral Paaaenger and Ticket Agent. 

Qeneral Baggase Agent. 
Land Oomzmaafon — 



0. E. Perkins 

J. O.Peftslej 

Geo. B. Harris 

T.S. Howiand 

J.O.reaBley 

J. W, Blylhe 

O.I.Stnrgli 

W.O. Brown.. 

E J.Blake 

J. D, Besler 

CM, Levej 

J. H. Duitaao 

W. W. Byaer. 

Tho8. Miller 

ff. B. HumUlln, B. B. 

Puffer 

P.B. Euatls 

W. A. Lolor. 

R. A.Bftdd 

Baldwin 



UKUTiOv or omos. 



BoriingtOD, low a. 
ahlcago. III. 
OhlcaBo.IlL 
Boatou, Maaa. 
Ohloago, 111. 
Bnrllngton, Iowa. 
Ohlcago, Hi. 
OfalcagOiIlL 
Ohloago, III. 
Chicago, 111. 
Bnrllngton, Iowa. 
Ottnmwa. Iowa. 
OreatoD, Iowa. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 



DIEBCTOKS, 


■AW. 




vutu. 






JohnH.Forbea 


Boaton. Maai. 

New York. N. Y. 


WllUan Bndlcott Jr . . . 


Boston, Maaa. 
BoaWn, Uaaa. 


Johnl!GMdner...f^;:: 


fa'^SJ^HM'!'!::::: 


ssiSr- 







CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & KANSAS CITY RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPBRTY OPBBA.TBD. 
1. Railroad line repreaented by capital atock j g |?,^^^-^d „„„. 
S. Line operated under trackage rights. 





TMBMIKlLa. 


11 

1 
a 


■1 

III 




™„- 


™- 


I. Chicago, Burlington ft Kansas city By. 




SSK£-,'.i,-.:: 


■!!:S 


m.« 


S. OhlMJg. Bnrl^ton ft Qnlncy railroad. 


3S.18 
U.ll 


Total.. 


8>.W 
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orVlOGBB. 



First Vico-Prealdent. . 



Geaeral Solleltors . . . 



AaslBt: 
Gene 



kudltor.. 

.1 MHnaiier. 



Uhiaf E 

Geaeml Supsrlnteiideiit 

SDperiDiendem. 

Saperlutendent ol Telegrapb 

Qenarttl FteUht Aaent 

AsslBtaal Qeaeral FrelKbt Ageat 

OtinBral Passenger Agent 

AaBlstant General Passenger Agent... 
General Baggage Agent 



W.W.Baldwin 

3. O. Peaslej 

George B. Hntrla... 

J. C. Peiuley 

Bpencer & MOBimai 

h!h. Trimble 

O.W. Garter 

George B. Dunbar.. 
Howard Elliott.. .. 
L. P.Qoodale 

W. S. OnQalugbam 
U. A. Baker 

D. O. Ives 

T>. W, Wakeley!!!!! 
O.L.Qrlce 

E. A.SaOd 



Ohlcago, 111. 
BurllagtoD, Iowa. 
Cblcago. III. 
St. Joseph, Ho. 
Eeokak, Iowa. 
St. Joseph, Ho. 
Bt. Josepb, Uo. 
St. Joseph. Mo. 
St. Joseph, Uo. 
St. Joseph, Uo. 
Hannibal, Uo. 
Hannibal, Uo. 
lit. Louis, Uo. 
Bt. LduU, Mo. 
Bt. Louis, Uo. 
Bt. Louis, Uo. 
OhlcaKO. 111. 



KANSAS CITY, ST. JOSEPH & COUNCIL BLUFFS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPEBATGD. 
1. Ballroaa line repr«H»>ted by capital stock ] g J^^°j.'^°J-^j gp„„_ 
S. Proprietary companies whose entire capita] stock Is owned by this company. 
S, Line operated ander trackage rights. 





™,„™.„. 


1 


1 




~- 


x,^ 


1. Eansaa Olty, Bt. Jos. ft Oo. Bluffs B. B. 


G. LearMworth. 


Oo.BlQffs,'loir'a! 


■»:g 






168.81 








gS-::::; 






o."p.*Ti4ii»fM::: 


M.tt 




11 








'• ?"c:rB'.S.ft'S!SS,'l°S;;;:: 


BZ^^::. 


M.U 


Atchlwjn.TJ. D. i a E. Co 


ninthrop,. 


S.W 
BOO.M 


T^l 





BOABD OF RAILBOAD COMMISSIONERS. 
OFFIORB8. 



,^. 


BiMH. 


..0„... ,.,„„„. 






Ohlcago, Ul. 








?*5'^'.5;iSd'";:-::- 






IsiiJ;:! 


at. Joseph, Md. 






Aadltor 

Aaslstaot Auditor 
































AHslalant Genet al Passe otter Agent 

General Baggage Agant. 


•iiSS: ::::: 





DlEBOtOBB. 



O.J. Paine... 



BaillDgton, towB. 



Boston, Mass. 



O.M.Oarter 

O.H.SDenQer 

Sowaid Elliott... 
J, L. GardDor. 



St. Joseph, Ho. 

St. Joseph, Mo, 
Boston, Haas. 



ST. LOUIS, KEOKUK & NORTHWE9TEHN RAILROAD COMPANY. 
PKOPEBTT OPBBATBD. 

1. Ballroad line represented br caplul stock \ g g^l^Sc^Mand spnn. 
S. Line operated under trackage rights. 





„„„„.. 


11 


If 




™,.- 


™- 


1. a8t. LonlAEMk. AN.-W. B. B. Oo... 


Eeoknk, Iowa... 
HoodT.Ho 

Ssfc".",.-:: 

Quiver Jet., Ho. 


W, Quincy, Mo.. 
Hannibal Mo „ 

WW,-:.??!;: 

St. Peters, Uo... 
Keoknk,rowa... 


38.M 
1S»1 

2S31 


iw.ii 


b St. LoQls,Eeok. &I(-W.B. B.Oo... 


'.u 

■s 

a.ss 


•■ I.S.rrt'i.'d,;'.'':.^'':::::::::: 




aSiT.;K:::;::: 


w.w 


Ohloago it Alton ^Iroad eompany- 
TennlnH Ballroad Assn. of Bt. Louis... 










pokik'ViV,/"" 


Mt. Pleasant, la 




.M'iieiai.,st,i:,. 


Dntmi Matton 

Bt, Louis. 


U.Tl 

m.w 


TotftI 
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TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



OFFI0EB8. 



TITIil. 



President. , 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

General Solicitors 

Attorney or General Oounsel 

Auditor 

Assistant Auditor 

General Manager 

Ohief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent. . . 

General Passenger Agent , 

Assistant Gtoneral Passenger Agent 
General Baggage Agent 



NAMB. 



W. W. Baldwin 

J. 0. Peasley 

Geo. B. Harris 

W. 0. Maxwell 

J. O. Peasley 

Spencer & Mosman 

H. H. Trimble 

0. M. Carter 

Geo. B. Dunbar 

Howard Elliott .... 

L. F. Goodale 

S. E.Orance 

W. E. Ounningham 
M. A. Baker 

D. O. Ives 

Wm. Gray 

L. W. Wakeley 

O L. Grice 

E. A. Sadd 



LOOATION OF OBITIOE. 



Burlington. Iowa. 
Ohicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Ohicago, 111. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph, Mo. 
St. Joseph. Mo. 
Hannibal, Mo. 
Hannibal, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
St. Louis, Mo. 
Ohicago, 111. 



DIBBOTOBS. 



NAMB. 


pobtothgb addbbss. 


NAMB. 


posTonnoB addbbss. 


0. E. Perkins 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Boston, Mass. 
Boston. Maos. 


F. W. Hunnewell 

W. W.Baldwin. 


Boston, Mass. 


0. J. Paine 

J. L. Gardner 


Burlington, Iowa. 



CHICAGO, FORT MADISON & DES MOINES RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 



BAMB. 


TBRMINAIiS. 


VI Ota 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
forea 
name 


1. Chicago, Fort Madison & Des Moines By. Oo. . . . 


Fort Madison.... 


Ottumwa 


71 



OFFIOERS, 



TITLB. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer , 

General Solicitor. , 

Attorneys 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Superintendent. 

General Freight Agent. . . . 
General Passenger Agent 



NAMB. 



£. S. Conway 

B. F. Potter 

E. H. Skinner...... 

E. H. Skinner 

Jesse A. Baldwin.. 
Oasey & Stewart. . . 

J. P. Irving 

B. F. Potter 

G. D. Hutchinson.. 

E. F. Potter 

E. F. Potter 



LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 



Chicago. 
Fort Madison. 
Birmingham, Iowa. 
Birmingham, Iowa. 
Ohicago. 
Fort Madison. 
Fort Madison . 
Fort Madison. 
Fort Madison. 
Fort Madison. 
Fort Madison. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
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DIBE0TOB8. 



B. 8, Oonwav 

Jesse A. Baldwin 

D. S. Wegg 

E. B. heigh 



POSTOmOS ADDB188. 



Chicago . 
Chicago. 
Chicago. 
Chicago. 



NAm. 



Samuel Atlee.'. ... 

E. H. Skinner 

I. T. Burr 

G. T. W. Braman 



posToincn addbus. 



Fort Madison. 
Birmingham. 
Boston. 
Boston. 



CHICAGO, IOWA & DAKOTA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPEBTT OPEBATED. 
1. Bailroad line represented by capital stock. 



NAMl. 


raiuairAiiS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


VBOM— 


TO— 


1. Chicago, Iowa A Dakota railway 


Eldora Junction. 


Alden 


264 



OFFICEBS. 



TITIiSi. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Attorney or General Counsel. 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph. 

Gteneral Freight Agent 

Gteneral Passenger Agent 



NAMl. 



Conrad Miller 

Clarence Mitchell. 
H. N. Brockway.. 
J. D. Newcomer... 
C. E. Albrook .... 

H. C. Stuart. 

H. 0. Stuart 

W. S. Beman 

H. C. Stuart 

H. O Stuart. 



liOOATION OVOITIOB. 



Bangor, Penn. 
New York City. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa 
Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 
Eidora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 



DIREOTOBS. 



NAMB. 


POSTOinOX ADDBBS0. 


NAMB. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDBBSS. 


Conrad Miller 


Bangor, Peon. 
New York City. 
Garner, Iowa. 
Eldora, Iowa. 


H. C. Stuart 


Eldora. Iowa. 


Clarence Mitchell 


W. S. Porter 


Eldora. Iowa. 


H. N. Brockway 


C. L. Blair 


New York City. 


J. D. Newcomer 





1. 

6. 



CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPEBTY OPEBATED. 

Bailroad line represented by capital stock ]g Br*iScheS*and spurs. 
Line operated under trackage rights. 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 





™„™ 


III 


i 




™.- 


10— 


ill 


1. aOhlosgoGrsatWertemBaUwajOo... 


SS'w-- 


Dea Molnea-Iowa 
Bt.jQ8eph,Mo... 


11 












OedarFalU, la.. 
Byoamoce.IlL!!! 




47.EP 

1 










io;m 

'II 

J 






uianea'ii6ilii,U.. 

I^ls^rj^ij. 

PoJelfeo^lll 

m 

InOltTof Leav 

Bt. JoaeDh.Mo.!! 
In Olty of Kan 


Portage OrrSiUI 




Illinois Central 

Oblaago, Burl InBtOD i Northern .. .. 

Dbh SoinBBnnlODru,llway..V;', !!.'!!!.!'' 




Leavenworlb. NartbBrn & Snutbern .. 
LeHTenwortli, Topoka & Sonlhwestern, 

Chicago. Bock Islabd & Pacific 

Leavenworth Termloul Ky. & Bridge Oo 








Bee Greek, Mo. . 
»»8C'y,K»n.*Mo 


















Total 









MI.Ol 



OVnOBBB. 



■.™. 


,™. 








































Daniel W. Lawler 




















ira^SS!'™:::; 




























B. W.Edwards 


^'fSSJ'M^n^: 








AaslBtant General PrelBhtABentS J 




Ka^lE'bl j. Ho. 
















0..«.lB„,.ire»«..t 


John Oolley 
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DIBEOTOBS. 



NAm. 


POSTOFVIOB ADDBBSa 


NAm. 


POSTOVTICn ADDB18R. 


A. B. Stickney 

A imnld KftlmSiii 


St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
St Paul. Minn. 


Maurice Wormser 

0. W. Benson 


New York, N. Y. 
St. Paul. Minn. 


F. Weverhauser 


J. W. Lusk 


St. PauL Minn. 


H. B. Fletcher . 

Ansel Oppenheim. 


Samuel 0. Stickney 


St. Paul, Minn. 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



1 
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1 


ll 
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a : 1 . 


B8S : ISS 
3Sti i 123 
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ll 
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: : iSSSSSSas ::::::: 


3 :SS 
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pji 








iHHn 






Be ; 


ii 
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ill 
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■ ■ = 


i 

nil 




1 






1 


1 
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! 
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is" 


ji: 

sis 


\ \ 

in 




ii 
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■-I 
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fl 
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:i;i 



wirnm 
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ii 
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TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



OFFIOBK8. 



TITUL 



President. 

First Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Gtoneral Solicitor 

General Oonnsel 

Comptroller 

Gtoner al A.nditor 

Assistant General Anditor 

General Manager. 

Chief Engineer 

General Superintendent 

Assistant GRsneral Soperintendents 

Division Superintendents 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

General Traffic Manager 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agents 

General Passenger and Ticket Agent 

Assistant General Passenger Agents 

Assistant General Passenger and Ticket Agent 

Assistant General Ticket Agent 

Gteneral Baggage Agent 

Land Commissioner 



HAMB. 



Boswell Miller 

Franks. Bond 

A. J. Barling 

P.M.Myers 

F. G. Banney 

Burton Hanson 

George B. Peck 

JB» V2* Be^v ail ••••••••• 

W. N. D. Winne 

W. F.Dudley 

W. G. Collins 

D. J. Whittemore 

H.B.Williams 

Three in number. 
Sixteen in number. 

U. J. Fry 

^Lt v/. Hiru. • 

J. H. Hiland 

Six in number. 

G. H. Heafford 

Two in number. 

G. S. Marsh 

A. F. Merrell 

W. D. Carrick 

H. G. Haugan 



LOOATIOH OF OmCHB. 



Chicago, 111. 
New York. N.Y. 
cnicago. 111. 
Milwaukee. Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 



Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 

Chicago, 111. 

Chicago, m. 
Chicago, 111. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Chicago, 111. 



DIBECTOB8. 



HAMI. 


poBTorricni addbbss. 


HAm. 


POSTOlTIGa ADDBES8. 


Philip D. Armour 

AujTUSt Belmont. 


Chicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 


Frederick Layton 

Josenh Milbank 


Milwaukee, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 


Frank S. Bond 


Eloswell Miller 


Chicago, m. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N.Y. 
New York, N. Y. 


Charles H. Coster 

Charles D. Dickey, Jr. . . 
Peter Gtoddes 


William Bockefeller.. .. 

Samuel Spencer 

A. Van Santvoord 


Charles W. Harkness... 





BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONEEffi. 



CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPEBATBD. 





„„,„^,. 


1 


111 

ill 




raoK- 


,c^ 


Ublcago. Bock bland* Pacific lty.ua 


OblcagcIU 

DetMolke>,lk;.. 


Oo'ncllBlDfT>,Ia 
Atchison, Ean... 
LoavoDw'th Kan 

9o. OhlcaKO.111^. 

LlmcBilns. la.. 

Qilawold.'la,"!' 
BtJoaeoh. Ho... 
BaIliia.Ean 

J^Ben.Neb,;;;! 
Armo'rdale. Kan 

-«:■■.•.. 

Bnthven. Iowa 

SKftSi"..:: 

Pneblo. Ool 


soo.ao 

is 
41 

S.2 

il 
1 

MS.flti 

i 






























Blrbory. Neb... 

ffi^A',';:;.. 


a,K740 




ii 

113 Gl 

si 












8U.T0 












3,56S.1B 


Total 





OF7[0BBa. 






HTM. 


HUCE. 


"»—»<""'-• 










Ohlcano. 
OhlcaitD, 
Objeago, 






















.F. PhllUpa. 








OenMal Attorney 


H, A, Low. 






















,V Parker 


















































g)lorado8pr'i[»,0ol. 




A. T. Abbott 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL RBPOBT OF THE 
Off lOBBS—OoMTinraD . 



D1 vision SupeFlntandBDt.. 
FrelgbtTrafBcMuiitger... 
OBDeTKl Freight Agent 
Geaaral PaaaenH ' ' 



B, B Hove; 

J.M. JohmoQ..., 

B.'b. Boyd.'.'.*.'.'.'.'. 
JohDBebastlaa... 
S.F. Boyfl. 



Ft. Worth, Tei. 

Chicago, III. 
Ohicuo, lU 
Topeka, Kan. 
ohlcaao. 111- 
OblcBgo, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 
Totieli&, Ertu. 
Chicago, VI, 
Chicago. III. 
DttTenpott, la. 



B.P. Fowlei 

H.B. Bishop 

Henry M. Flaglei 
Aleiauder E. Or: 
David Dows, Jr.. 
Ogden MHla 



New York city. 
New York city. 
New York city. 



Q.S. Brewster New York olty. 

Harshttll Field Oblcago,IIl. 

W. G. Pordy Chicago, 111. 

W, H. Traesdale Chicago, 111. 

B. B. Oable Bock Island, 111. 

F. H-OripgS I Davenport. Iowa. 



CHICAGO & NOKTa-WESTEEUI RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPBBATBD. 
MILI8 OV OOHPtrlTBD ROAD. JOKM 30, 1896. 





i 


1 


1 


( 


s 


a 


- 


d 




LiHCS Ohahtibh) as OB OOMeou- 

DitBD WITH OHIOiGO ft NOBTH- 

Wbrtsbk Hailw** OomAHT. 


11 

8.M 

a 

li 

7l'l( 

ll 

so. a 

jl 


11 

aCi'BS 
M.JB 


ass.is 














































































IS.B 












Beividere to aprlog Valley 

South Branch 5o. to Elver (Ohlcago) 

asrrsiS."*"™::::::;. 


























■|i 
1 
























































































































Maple Blver Junction to Onawa 


















































































il 














































II 

I4o!b 


























































10. u 


















































































-li 
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1 

•3 

t 


• 
CD 

1 

<— < 
<— < 


• 

§ 

t-4 


• 

-s 

d 
o 


• 

i 


• 

d 

a 


South 
Dakota. 


North 
Dakota. 


• 

• 

s 

u 
fit 
o 

as 


Winona Junction to La Orosse. ...... 


8.96 

6.71 

15.68 

808,64 

10.44 

1.83 

104.33 

9.10 

34 86 

42.87 

8.44 

36.13 

15.00 

34.22 

21.44 

386,18 

88.11 

6.86 

88.10 

63.87 

7.87 

17 85 

4.64 

88.82 

1.61 

3.47 

12.97 

2.60 

1.34 

45.72 

3,828.01 

16.06 




396 

6.n 

16.68 
49 45 








Trempealeau to Galesville 
















BvansTille to Janesyille 
















Ft. Howard to Beoublic 


..:.... 




163.19 
.. 10. 










Olowrie to Michiffamme 







44 








Wablk to OhamDlon 








1.28 
90.60 

9.10 
34.86 

42.27 
8.44 
31.42 
15.00 
29.83 
.52 
66.89 

• • • • • 










Powers to Waterameet 






13.rd 










Stager to Orvstal Falls 

Naventa to MetroDolitan 
















' 












Bbanohbs to Minbs— 
OflP main line 








• 








Oil K . ^B Xj. H.llTIA 
















Off Menominee River line 






4.71 










Orvstal Falls to Hemlock mine.. 














Off A.shl and division 






4.89 

80.92 

819.24 

88.11 

6.86 
28.10 

7.2? 

17.85 

4.54 










TndngfcriM off \tthland division. . 














liiLlrA Hhore Jet. to Ashland, Wis. . . . 








Monico Junction to Hurley, Wis 

Two Rivers Jet. to Two Rivers, Wis. 
Hortonville to Oshkosh, Wis 






• • ■ « • 


' a « • • 
■ • ■ • 






• • « • • 


« • • • • • • 


■ • • 


Eland Junction to Marshfleld, Wis .. 


« « • ■ 














North of Antiga to E. Bryant switch 
Pratt Junction to Harrison 
















22!82 
1.61 

B.47 




• • • • 


■ • • • 




Parrish Junction to Parrish 








Watersmeet to Ohoate 












Interior Junction to Interior 
















Oraigsmore to Robbins 

Hurley to end of track 
















• * • 




13.97 
2.60 
1.34 

45.72 




' • • • 
• • • • 

• 






Potato River Jet. to end of track. . . . 








Extension through section 34 , . 








Northern Junction to Wabeno 




















.47 








Tot. 0. dc N.-W. Ry. (char, or con.) 


593.97 


1463.12 


1.549.26 


521.19 






PBOpaiBTABT Lnrss, viz: 
Princeton & Western railway 


• • • • 
■ • • ■ • 

84.48 

• ■ • • 


» • • • ■ 




Valley Junction to Necedah 






16.06 


•••••• 

• * • ■ - 


288.50 
3.75 
24.40 
84.48 
15.01 
11.46 
46.40 




Winona & St. Peter railroad 


448.48 








Winona to Watertown 












Mankato Junction to Mankato 










• • • • 




Sleepy Eye to Redwood Fails 














Rochester to Zumbrota 















• • • • » 




Byota to Plain view 

Eyota to Ohatfield 








• • • • • • • 


• • • • 


• • • • 
■ • • • 


Tracy to Dakota Line 










• • • . 




Dakota Oentral railway 

Minnesota state line to Pierre 


728.98 




















209.11 

117.67 

43.88 

146 85 

185.49 

28.46 

38 84 






James Valley Junction to'Oakes. . . 














14.28 


• • • • 


Watertown Jet. to Watertown 














• • • • 


Watertown to Oettysburg 
















• • • » 


Iriquois to Hawarden (state line).. 


















Oeneerville to Yankton 

Doland to Groton 












• ■ • • 


■ • • • • 


• • • 












Total 


1,188.47 
60.02 




16.06 




414.00 


744.13 


14.28 




Lbasibd Linbs, vtz: 
St. Paul Eastern G^rand Trunk Ry . . . 
Olintonvllie to Oconta 












66.00 
4.02 




• • - 




• • • • 


■ « • 


Spurs 








• • • • 












Total.... 


60.02 


. 




60.02 




• • • ' 



BBOAPITUIiATION . 



O. Ac N.-W. Ry. (chart, or consolidated) 

Proprietary lines 

Leased lines 



Total 

Add Opjb. Uhdbb Tbaokaob Rights: 
Oouncil Bl'ffs (Broadw'y to S.Omaha) 



Grand total 

Average miles operated during year . 



8,888.40 

1.188.47 

60.02 



6,076.89 
8 73 



5.085.68 
6,076.70 



598.97 



698.97 



593.97 
598.97 



1,168.12 



1,163.18 
3.07 



1,166.19 
1,163.38 



1,549.66 
16.06 
60.02 



1.685.73 



1,625.73 
1,623.81 



521.19 



581.19 



621.19 
521 19 



.47 

414.00 



41447 



414.47 
414.47 



744.13 



744.13 



744.18 
744.13 



14.28 



14.28 



14.28 
14.28 



5.66 

6.66 
.47 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 

OFFI0BB8. 



Oh&lrmftii ottbe Board 

Presldeal 

fflnW VlcB-Prealdeot 

BecoDd Vice-PrealdSDt 

Third Vice- President 

SecTStar; 

Treifcsnrer. 

Oeueral OouDsel. 

Auditor 

Oeoeral ManHset. 

Ohlef EDBlnBBt 

Oeuerikl Soperlntendeiit 

■ sslsCaat Qeaeral SuDerlntendi 
DlvlBlOD Suiierlutendeut, toira 
DItIbIod SaperlDtendeat, Iowa 
Buperln tend Put ot Telegraph. .. 
■Traffic Manager . 

Oeueral Freight Agent 

Qeaera! PasaenBer Agent 

Gleoerftl Ticket Agent 

Baneral BaKgage Agent 



LOCATION or OtnCB. 



Albert Keep 

Mariln Hughltl 

UarCla L. sVkea 

UarshallM.Elrkmiui. 
Hiram S. UEOullougb. 

Hartlo L. Sykes 

B.O. aowH 

Lloyd W Bowers 

J. B. Bedfleld 

Jobn H. Wbltman 

JobnE. Blunt 

Sherburne Hanborn — 
William A. Oardnei... 
Richard H. Alsbton... 

Wm. D. HodEe 

George H Thayer — 
Hiram B. HcCullouKh. 
Marvin Hugbltt, Jr.... 
Warren B.KnlBkem.. 



Oblcaijo, III- 
New York, N. Y. 
OblcaKO, III- 



Eagle Qrave. 1 
Ubrcago, 111. 
Chicago. III. 
Ohlcag- ■■■ 

Ohlcagai 111. 
Ohlcaxo. 111. 



DIBBOTOBB. 



Byron L. Bmlth 

Oyrua H. McOormlck 
K W. Vanderbllt.. ,. 
W. K. Tanderbllt.... 
H. HcE. Twomhly... 

Jobul. BlMr 

David P. Kimball. . 
Obftnocer U. Depew. 
gamnel F. Barger. 



Ohlcago. 111. 
Ohlcuo, 111. 
New York, N. T. 
New York, N. Y. 
Mew York, N. Y. 
Blalratown, N. J. 
BoitoD, Hus. 
NewYort, N. Y. 
Mew York. H. Y. 



Albert Keep 

U. L. STkes 

JamM 0. Fargo. 

Oliver Ames 

Janae Orane 

James BtlUmui , 
HarviD Hnghltt 
M. K. ralreauk. 



Dal ton, Uass. 
New York, N. 1 
Chicago, 111. 
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CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEA.POLIS & OMAHA RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPEBATED. 

1. Ballpoad line represented by capital stock -j Jf Branckes and spurs. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAME. 



1. 



a Maih Liini. 

Ohlcago, St. Paul, MinneaiK)lls & O. By. 



5. 



Tbagkaob Rights. 

St. Louis Biver Bridge (N. P. By.) 

Great Northern railway 

The Minneapolis & St. Louis railroad.. 

Dlinois Central railroad. 

Sioux City Bridge company . ^ 

Sioux City A Pacific railroad 

Total 



TIBMINALS. 



FROM— 



Elroy 

N. Wisconsin Jet 

EauOlaire 

Superior Jet.... 

St. Paul 

Missouri Biv. at 

OoTlngton 

St Oroix Draw 

Bridge 

Stillwater Jet... 
Biver Falls Jet.. 

Merrillan 

Ashland Jet 

Ashland Shore 
West Eau Glaire 

Fairohild 

Menomonie Jet . . 
Menomonie Jet. . 

Lake Crystal 

Heron Lake. 

Sioux Falls Jet.. 

Luverne 

Ooburn Jet 

Emerson 

Wakefield 

Wayne 



West Superior. . . 

St. Paul 

Minneapolis 

LeMars 

Bridge across Mi 

tracks at Sioux 

Sioux Olty 



TO— 



St. Paul . 
Bayfield. 
Rpooner. 
Duluth. . 
LeMars. 



Omaha 



Stillw'ter Switch 

Stillwater 

Ellsworth 

Marshfleld 

Ashland 

Line 

Shaw's Mills.... 

Mondovi 

Menomonie Oity. 
Oedar Falls ... 
Elmore< ........ 

Pipestone 

Mitchell 

Doon 

Newcastle 

Norfolk 

Hartlngton.... 
Bloomfield 



Bice's Point 

MinneaiK)lis 

Merriam Jet 

Sioux Oity 

ssouri river and 

SiouxOity bridge 
track 



CD ■ S 



186.17 

178.84 
81.61 
71.45 

243.76 

128.06 

4.55 

8.30 

24.82 

38.67 

4.38 

1.31 

2.74 

37.00 

3.01 

2.01 

43.48 

65.10 

iao.73 

28.00 
26.96 
46.50 
33.76 
48.14 



1.59 
11.40 
27.00 
26.20 

3.00 

.60 



23? 



1,422.64 



69.50 



1,492.83 



OFFIOEBS. 



TITI.B. 



President 

Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer. 

Assistant Treasurer. . . . . . 

General Counsel , 

Attorney 

Oomptroller 

Auditor of Expenditures 

Local Treasurer 

General Manager 

Ohief Engineer , 

General Superintendent. 
Division Superintendent 
Division Superintendent 
Division Superintendent 
Division Superintendent 
Purchasing Agent 



NAMB. 



Marvin Hughitt.. 
Martin L. Sykes. . 
E. E. Woodman.. 

8. O. Howe 

B. H. Williams... 
Thomas Wilson.,. 

L. K. Luse 

L. A. Bobinson... 
W. H. Stennett.. 

O. P. Nash 

W. A. Scott.. 

0. W.* Johnson.... 

J. O. Stuart 

L. F. Slaker 

A. W. Treneholm 

Hugh Spencer 

H. B. Jaynes. 
W. H. S. Wright. 



IjOOatioh of offiob. 



Ohicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
Hudson, Wis. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, NY. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Hlnn. 
St Paul, Minn. 
Ohicago, III. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St. PauLMinn. 
Itasca, Wis. 
Mankato, Minn. 
Omaha, Neb. 
St. Paul, Minn. 



TWBNTY-PIEIST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 

orrtOBBB-Oon 



Snparinteiuleiit ol Talesrapb 

QenerAl Trsfflo Hsnmfsr 

OvnersI FMlKfat &.Keiit 

AwUMntOaueml Fralitht Agent. 

OuiBnl FaMSDiec A|ent 

eeaerAl BugacB AgsQt 

OftT AcconntMit 

deaeral Olalm Agent 

LanJOomnilaatonar 



H. O. Hop* 

Ju.T. Ofarli.... 

G.B.'obei. 

T. W. Teudile. 

a. F Woodf 

A. Dnimal 

E.L.Poole 

Q. W. Bell 



DIBBOTOBB. 



HUTln HusbUt. 

Bttod L. Smltb 

ObBQDrer U. Depew. 
David P Kimball. . 

Horaces Bnrt 

Uartlu L. Sjkes. .... 
ThomM ff Ifgoo 



Jobn U. Whltmka 

John A. Bnmblrd. 

OoTuelItu VknderbUt.. 
Wm. K. Vandarbm. , . 

Albert Eiwp. 

H. HcK. TwombleT... 



New Yorlt, N. Y. 



SIOUX CITY & PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PEOPEBTT OPEBATED. 



.^ 


™,™.,.. 


11 
ill 


1 


™.- 


TO— 


Bloaz OltT * PMlflc Ballroad company.... 


SSKSf^X*- 


&,».■«■.•:: 


".:§ 








10T.4a 



..T... 


„... 


LOCAIIOB OF OrFIO*. 






Oblcago, 1 . 








JTIfViiK""' 












».«.Kaf:::::: 


ssS. 








Omaha. Neb. 




ObatltoC, Hugbea 

Elnital^ (1. Uorebouse. 
AiqobH. Mercbmt 

iShVsgSS:::: 














AsilBtantGenerBlTrelKht Agent 


^SSSi^lg- 




Ohlcago, III. 
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DIBB0TOB8. 




NAMI. 


PO8TO1TI0B ADDBIS8. 


HAMI. 


POBTOFF^CI ADDRIS8. 


Marvin Hughitt 


Oblcago, 111. 
Obicago, 111. 
New York, N. Y. 
Boston, Mass. 
Ubicago, 111 


H. B. McOullougb 

W. H. Stennetl 


Obicago, 111. 


A.lbert Keen. 


Obicago, 111. 


M. L. Sykes..' !!!!!! !!!.'!! 


J. M. Wbltman 


Oblcago, 111. 


DaTld F. Kimball 


J. B. Bedfield 


Obicago, 111. 


M. M. Kirkman 







CROOKED CREEK RAILROAD AND COAL COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPBBATED. 



NAMI. 

• 


TBBMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for eacb road 
named. 


FBOM— 


TO— 


Orooked Oreek Bailroad and Ooal company 


Bnd track Le- 

blgb .. . 
Border Plains.... 


Webster Olty.... 
judd 


17.61 
4.80 




•••••••••••■• ** 




Total 


83.4 



OFFIOBBS. 



TITLI. 



President , 

Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer. 

Auditor.. 

General Manager 

General Freigbt Agent,. . . 



HAMB. 



W. O. Willson 

JobnQ. Bumbam. 

J. M. Funk 

0. M. Kellogg 

W. O. Willson 

W. 0. Willson 



LOCATION OT OmCI. 



Webster Olty, Iowa. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
Webster Olty, Iowa. 
Leblgb, Iowa. 
Webster Olty, Iowa. 
Webster Olty. Iowa. 





DIRE0TOB8. 




NAMI. 


POSTOVnOI ADDRISS. 


HAMB. 


POSTOFFIOE ADDBBS8. 


W. 0. Willson 

F. E. Willson 

J. M. Funk 


Webster Olty, Iowa. 
Webster Olty, Iowa. 
Webster Olty. Iowa. 
Milwaukee, ^Vi8. 


0. T. Burnbam 

A. K. Hamilton 

Henry W . Leman 


Milwaukee, Wis. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 
ubicago,Ill. 


Jobn Q. Burnbam, 



DE3 MOINES, NORTHERN & WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PEOPBRTY OPERATED. 

1 . Railroad line represented by capital stock . 
6. Line operated under trackage ri^bts. 



NAMIB. 


TBBMINA1.S. 


Miles of line 
for eacb road 
named. 


)f line 
cb class 
i named. 




VBOM— 


TO— 


Miles ( 
forea 
ofr'di 


1. Des Moines, Nortbem & Western B.R.O0 


Des Moines 

Olive 

Terminals at Des 

• 


Fonda 


111.97 
34 80 




1. Des Moines, Nortbem & Western R,R.Oo 


Boone 






Moines 


146.77 


5. Des Moines Union railway 


8.12 




8.18 






Total 


148.89 



208 



TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



OFFICERS. 



TITIiV. 



Chairman of the Board . . 

President.. 

First Vice-President. 

Second Vice-President 

Secretary . 

Treasurer — 

General Solicitor 

Auditor 

General Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph. 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent 

General Ticket Agent 



NAMB. 



F. M. Hubbell..., 
F. M. Hubbell.... 
F. O. Hubbell. .. 
H. D. Thompson. 
Cyrus Kirk .... 
H. D. Thompson. 

A. B. Cummins... 

W. J. Bonder 

F. O. Hubbell.... 

F. Horton 

R. M. Calkins.... 

B. M. Calkins.... 
B. M. Calkins. 



IiOOATION OF OFITCB. 



Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 
Des 



Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 
Moines. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAM>. 


POSTOimOl ADDBBSB. 


NAm. 

• 


POSTOFFICn ADT>RESS. 


F. M. Hubbell 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 


P. M. Myers 


Milwaukee. Wis. 


F. C. Hubbell 


A. J. EarlinflT 


Chicago, 111. 
Chicago, 111. 


H. D. Thompson 


C. A. GkXMlnow 


A. B. Cummins 





DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 
(Operated under lease by the Illinois Central Bailroad Company.) 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1 Railroad line represented by capital stock { g ^^iJcheS'and spurs. 



NAm. 


TBBMIHALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


Miles Of line 
for each class 
of r'ds Darned 




FBOM— 


TO— 


1. a DubuQue dc Sioux City railroad 


Dubuque 


Sioux City 




396.58 


b Dubuque & Sioux City railroad 


Manchester 

Cherokee 

Cherokee 

Cedar Falls Jet.. 


Cedar Rapids 

Onawa. 


41.85 
99.10 
90.48 
75.58 






Sioux Falls, S. D. 
Minn. State Line 


a7».oi 






Total miles operated 


599.59 



OFFICERS OF THE DUBUQUE & SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY. 



TITLB. 



President 

Vice-President 

Second Vice-President 

Treasurer 

Secretary 

AsslRtfint Secrfttary arid Assistant Treasurer 



NAMB. 



New York. N. Y. 
Chicafiro, 111 
Elisabeth, N. J. 
New York, N, Y. 
New York, N. Y 
.1. F. M«*rry | Dubuqne, Iowa. 



Stuyvesant Fish. 

J. CT. Welling 

E. C. Woodruff . . , 
E. T. H. Gibson... 
A. G. Hackstaff 



liOOATION OF OFFIOS. 
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0FPI0BB8 OF OPEB&TINQ OOUP A NT-ILLINOIS OENTBA.L B1ILB0A.D OOUPANT. 



PreBhtnnt 

rint Vlce-PrealdeDt 

Bei-oud Vlca-Presldeot 

Becratary 

TreaanTet 

Local Treasurer. 

General Solicitor 

Coonael 

Attorney* 

Auditor of FrelKbt Becelpts 

AeitlBtaat Aadlcor of freight Becelpta 

Auditor of niabursemeDtH 

AuHlor of PuBenger Becelpta 

nhlaf EoKlDeer. 

Oeneiiil Super] ntendeut. 

Aaaistant Qeneral SujierlntendeDt 

DItUIod Bnparlnteadent. 

nivlalOD BuperlDtandeot 

SuperlDtendant ot Telegraph 

Asalataut Traffic Manager 

Geaeral Freight Agent. 



BtuyvaaaDt Flah 

J.d. Welling 

J. T. Haraban 

A. G. HackKtafl . . 
B T. H aibaon . 

J.F. TltUB 

James Fentreas.. 

B F. Ayer 

W.J.Kolght.... 
J. T. Dancombe... 

F. Falrmau , 

H. D. Boyer 

n. F. Ereb» 

A.D.Joallu 

U.Slosn 

A. W. BnlllTan... 
J.T. HartlgBD.... 

B. B. Harrlmau., 

O. K.DIxoD 

O.H. Duiau 

T.J. andwD ... 
M.n.uarbham.. 

W.E Keeper 

A. H. Hanaon 



.. Vock. H, Y. 

..::'£i\v. 

New York. N. Y, 



Dodn, Iowa. 

no, ni, 

hicatio, III. 



Cherokee. Iowa. 
Oblcago, 111. 
Ohloago, 111. 
Ohlcaxo, 111. 
Chicago. UU 
Chicago. 111. 



8ti>TTes«Dt Flab, 

J. O. Welling 

J.T. HarKhan.... 

G T.H.Qlbaon.,. 
H V. B Urager... 
E. H. HarrlmaQ. 

A. iLLoomial!"! 



New York, N. Y. 
ablcaffo. 111. 
Cblcuo. 111. 
New Yorit, N. Y. 
New York, N.T. 
New Yotk, S. Y. 
Cedar Uaplda. Iowa. 
Fort Dodge. Iowa. 



O O. Tolarton... 
James W. Ooncbi 
Frank D Stout.. 
W H Forbert... 

NJcho'asOlab'.V. 
J. V. Blder 



DnbDqu-, 

Dubuque, 

Dubuque, 



SrACYVILLE R.ULROAD. 
(Operated under lease by the lltlnola Central Ballroad Company.) 
PBOPEBTY OPEBATED. 
. Balltoad line repreeeated by capital stock: a Halo line. 





liOWb. 


....,..„, 




■11 
1- 




„„- 


,_ 


1. a 


B6ao»vlllB Je 


Stacy vine . 


T.9S 


1.M 



OFF WEBS, 




snu. 


.... 


■-"■■<>">"'"«-• 






Dabsqae, owa. 
Dnbnane, owa. 








S:i,KSid.™.i,,i>. 


TrelSSrer 
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TWBNTY-PIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DIBEOTOBB. 



HAMB. 


POSTOlTlCni ADDBBSfl. 


HAMS. 


POBTOITIOB ADDBBSS. 


W. J. Enlffht 


Dubuque, Iowa. 
StaoyviUe, Iowa. 
Stacyvllle, Iowa. 
Osage, Iowa. 


F. B. Harriman 

W. B. Benson 

T. W.McNeap 


Dubuque, Iowa. 


Alfred Penny 

Ohas. G. Bolfe 

Willard L. Eaton 


Dubuque, Iowa. 
Dubuque, Iowa. 



DES MOINE3 UNION RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPEBTY OPEBATED. 



NAMB. 


TBBMUIALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


>f line 
cb clnss 
i named. 




FBOM— 


TO— 




Des Moines Union Bail way company 


Des Moines 


Des Moines 


3.70 


3 70 



OFFIOEBS. 



TITLB. 



Chairman of the Board 

President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary , 

Treasurer 

Attorney, or General Oounsel . . . 

Auditor 

General Superintendent 



NAMB. 



F. 0. Hubbell.... 
F. Hubbell.... 
A. B. Cummins.. 
F. M. Hubbell.... 
H. D. Thompson. 
A. B. Cummins. . 
E. G. Mitchell.... 
J. A. Wagner 



LOCATION OF OFFICB. 



Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moinen, Iowa. 



DIBEOTOBS. 



NAMB. 


PO8TOFTI0B ADDBBB8. 


NAMB. 


P08T0FFICB ADDBB88. 


F. C. Hubbell 

A. B. Cummins 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 


C. Huttenlocher 

Cyrus Kirk 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des MoinMH. i owa. 


F. M. Hubbell 

H. D. Thompson 


James Bamsey, Jr 

H. L. Magee 


Des Moines, Iowa. 
Des Moines, Iowa. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
IOWA CENTR4L RAILWAY COMPANY. 

F BO PERT Y OPEBA.TED. 



1. Bollrood line repreaeDted bj OAplMI tt 



»««. 


„„■„„. 


1! 

iH 


1 

Mi 


„..- 


TO— 




Oikalooui, Iowa. 
Acrow UlBB.rlv'r 


Belmond, Iowa, 
aiory Olty, low* 
Rtue OenMr. la. 

Newton, Iowa.!! 
LjuiiTllle, Iowa. 


1™ 
11 








S. Peoritt&E^lilalfulon rallwar 

Total 






BOS OBI 



Ohalrmui of the Board 

President. 

Vtce-Prasident 

Becretary and Treasurer . . 

Andltir. 

Seneral HaDaiier 

Oeaeral Baperintendent 

Snperid tendeDt of Telegraph 

Qeneral Freight AeeDt 

Assiitant Qeaeral Freight Agent. . 
General PaManKer Agent ■ 



Horace J. Horse.... 

Edward B.Obise... 
Deo. B. Morse. 

L. M. UaniD '.'.'.".'. 
O. W. Huntington 

B.a. Pallls 

J N. 'ilttetoore.... 

B. O. Lnii 

Thoa. P. Barry 



Horana J. Morse. . 
BnaBellSage. 
B. B. Perkins. Jr .. 
Edward E. II base 
Robert J KItnball 
Wm. E. Btroog. 
QUesB. Talntor.... 
ObBB. O OabuH. 



New York. 
New York. 
New York. 

Ohlcago. 



HenrjA. Gardner.. 

Alberto. Frost 

George P. Lee 

Frederick g. Falea .. 



Ohlcago. 
Ohlcogo. 
Ohlcago. 
Ohlcago. 

Ohlcago 
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TWENTY -FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



10 WA NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 
PROPERTY OPERATED. 
1, Railroad line represented by capital stock }g ^^^iSches and spurs. 



NAMB. 


TBBMIKAIiS. 


of line 
ich road 
d. 




TBOM— 


TO— 


Miles 
fores 
name 


a Iowa Northern Railway company 


Oolfaz 


Valeria 


5.d8 


b 


Jule Junction.. . . 


Bl'k Orook Mine 


1.00 






Total 


6.03 



OFFIOERS. 



TITLB. 



Chairman of the Board. . 

President 

Vice- President.. 

Secretary 

General Solicitor 

General Superintendent. 



NAMB. 



D. Ryan 

J 8. Wylie. 

D. Ryan 

Geo. A. Gtoodrich., 

W. O.McBlroy 

Geo. A. Goodrich. 



LOCATION OF OFFIGl 



Newton. 

Davenport. 

Newton. 

Oolfaz. 

Newton. 

Colfax. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMB. 


POBTOFFIOB ADDBBS8. 


NAMB. 


POBTOFFIOB ADDRB8B. 


I. H. Grifrsrs 


Davenport. 

Newton. 

Davenport. 


Robert Ryan 

Geo. A . GFoodrich 


Lincoln. Neb. 


P. Ryan 


Colfax . 


J.S. Wylle 





KEOKUK & WESTERN RAILRO VD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



NAMB. 


TBBMINALS. 


>f line 
ch class 

1 named. 




FBOM— 


TO— 


Sip 

a 


1. Keokuk dc Western Railroad company 

1. Keokuk Sc Western Railroad comoany 


Alexandria, Mo . 
Des Moines, Iowa 
Keokuk, Iowa. . . 


Van Wert, Iowa. 
Oainesville, Ma. 
Alexandria, Mo.. 


14S.70 
112.00 


5. St. Louis, Keokuk & Northwestern railroad. . . . 


5.17 


Total 


9S0.97 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 

OPFIOEBS. 



,.„.. 


Htint. 


,..„,o..,o™.. 




T. De Witt Oar ler 

T.DeWiUOnyler 






';!;,"!£'»,';';.""■■■ 






BeDJamIn Strong 








Atwirnoj or Oenecal Ooonsel 






eokuk! owa 
Eoltuk, owa 






tliis;;;;--;: 




Ohlel KnBlBoar... 




















f-McOrMi. 




Oeoeral BanKJiiie ARent 









T. De nitl Cujlar Pblladelpbla, F^. 

A. O. Goodrich . Keokak. [owa. 

F.T.HDghea . .... Keobah, lona. 



W. H. GPbhard ... 
BflDjnmln dlr^ng.. 
Reii3amln Qrabun 
Frftucla J. Patoa. . , 



Nevrork,N. y. 

N-wyOTk,N.y. 

New York, N. Y. 

New York. N. Y. 



OMAHA & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

FEtOPEBTY OPEEA.TED. 
Railroad line renreaented by capital ttock: a Halo llae. 
Llae operated Qnder trackage rights. 





,™o,..,. 


ii 

a 


1 






,.- 


J: "ohS.2rSli;J.!.'i,«K°S?.°& 


PatloDsbnrK. Mo 
Id Ooancil fiVfTs 


CooncllBrfts,la 


»;i! 


■"3 


Total 


113.73 


143.73 



Presld-nt 

PiratVlce-Preeldont... 

Secretary 

Treasnrer . . 

Attornej, or Oeueral Oonnsel . . 

Aadltor 

General UanaKer 

Chief EDBlDeer. 

Oeneial SuDerlntendent. 

DIvlHioa SuperlntSDdeDt 

Bupertntendent of Telegraph 

Freight Traffic Hanijter 

General Frelubt >gent 

ABifatant Geaerul Frdght Ageot... 

General Paste I. ger 'gent 

Assistant General Pdueager AtraBt 
General Ticket Ag-nt. 

Assistant aenerarTlclcet Agent 

General Bai^ag* Agent 



A. E. Stllwell. . 
J. MCD. Trimble 

A. C. Bobluson... 
O. A. Braler 

J. McD. Trimble. 
J.G.Trimble 

B. J UcOarty. . . 
Bobert Qlllham,. 
Robert Olllbam.. 
W. *.. Williams.. 

0. N. Atklason,. . 
.1. A. Hanley 
John A. Sargent, 
E. E. Bmythe .... 

H,0 Ot 

W. W.^very 

w". W. Avery"'"! 
M, K, Fiemmln g 



Kaogaa City, i 
Kansas Ulty. h 
Kansaa Oily, i 
Kansas olty. hu. 
Kansas Olty, Uo. 
Kansas 01 cy. Ho. 
Kai^aaa Olty, h 
Kansas Olcy. & 
Kansas Olty, ll 

Sulncy, 111. 
attonHbnrg, 1 



Kaoais Ulty, Uo. 
Kansas i-lty. Mo. 
Kansas <jlty. Ho. 
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TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OP THE 



niEEOTORS. 



NAMl. 


POBTOFFiOB ADDRESS. 


NAMB. 


POSTOFFIOS ADDRV88. 


£. T. Stotesburg 


Philadelphia, Pa. 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
New York, N. Y. 
NftwYork, N. Y. 


Francis Smith 


New York, N Y. 


George . Thomas 

Theodore Gil man 

W . Emlin Roosp yaU. . . . 


K. E. Stllwell 

J. McD. Trimble 


Kansas « )ity. Mo. 
Kansas Oity, Mo. 



blOUX CITY & NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERA.TED, 

1. Railroad line represented by capital stock. 

2. Proprietary companies whose entire capital stock is owned by this company. 



VA-MM. 


TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
for ench road 
named. 


f line 
.ch class 
B named 




TROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
forea 
Ofr'd 


1. Sioux (Jlty & Northern railroad 

2. Sioux Oity £. R. li. & W. Oo 


Sioux Oity, Iowa 
T>iv, St, Sioux 
Oity, Iowa. 


Garretson, 8. D.. 

Douglass Street. 
Sioux Oity, la. 


93.00 

128 

97.38 


9ft.00 
128 


Total ; 


97 28 



OPPtOER'*. 



TITLE. 


NAME. 


LOCATION OF OFFICR. 


President 


Samuel J. Reals 

Oralg L Wright 

H S. Raker 

H.S.Baker 

Oraig Cj. Wright 

John K. Lee 


Sioux Oitv. Iowa. 


First Vice-President 


Sioux Oity, 'owa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oitv. towa. 


Secretary 

Treasurer. 


Attorney, or General Oounsel 

A uditor for Receivers 


Stoux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 


Superintendent of TeleeraDh 


F. W. Ackley 


Sioux Oily, Iowa. 


General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent .... 

Receiver 

Receiver 


W. B. McNlder 

W. B. McNIder 

Warwick Hough .... 
Samuel J B'=)als 


Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oitv, Iowa. 
St. Liouis, M<>. 
rtioux Oity, Iowa. 


Treasurer for Receivers 

Land Oornmlssioner 


George W. Oakley . . 
P. A. Seaman 


Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 



DIRE0TOR8 



NAME. 


PO8TOFFI0B ADDRESS. 


NAME. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDRB88. 


W. p. Manley 


Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Mioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, fowa 


H 8, Baker 


Sioux Oity. Iowa. 


A. P.Oali 

Geo. W. Oakley 


W. p. Olough 

J.F.Stevens. 


Sionx Oity, Iowa. 
Sioux Oity, Iowa. 


F. A. Seaman. 

8. J. Reals 


Oralg L. Wright 


Sioux Oity, Iowa. 



MASON CITY & FORT DODGb RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPERATED. 



NAME. 

• 


TERMINALS. 


0'9 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles C 
forea 
name 


Mason Oity & Fort Dodge Railroad Oo 


Mason Oity 

Oarbon Jet. 


Lehigh 

Ooalvllle 


88.1 
3.9 


Total 


92.0 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 
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OFFIOBRB. 



TITIiB. 



Prestdent 

Vice-President 

Secretary and Treasurer 

AsslHtant Treasurer 

Auditor 

Superintendent. 

Superintendent of Telegraph.. 

General Freight Agent 

General Passenger Agent.. . 



NAMH. 



W. O. Toomey 

Hamilton Browne 
8. T. Meseryey.. . 

O. B. Grant 

J. Warwick 

O. B. Grant.... ... 

W M Salisbury.. 
S. D. Parkhurst. .. 
8. D. Parkhurst. 



LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 



St. PauL Minn. 
Boone, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodge, Iowa. 
Fort Dodve, Iowa. 



DIBBOTOBS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFVIOB ADDBHS8. 


NAME. 


POSTOmCH ADDRHS8. 


.Tas. J. Hill 


St. Paul, Minn. 
St. Paul, Minn. 
St Paul, Minn. 


W. 0. Toomey 


St. Paul, Minn. 


D. 0. Shaphard 

Louis W.Hlll 


Hamilton Browne 


Boone, Iowa. 



TABOR & NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPBRTY OPERATBD. 



NAMB. 


TSRMIirALS. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


• 


FROM— 


TO— 


Tabor A Northern 


Tabor 


Malvern.... .... 


8.79 



OFFICERS. 



TITIil. 



Ob airman of the Board 

Prpsid«»nt 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Attorney or General Counsel. 

Auditor ,... 

General Manager 

0<*neral Superintendent 

Superintendent of Telegraph. 

General Passenger Agent 

General Ticket Agent 



NAMB. 



William M. Brooks... 
William M. Brooks... 

R. O. Hughes 

O. A. Barnes 

J. M. Barbour 

L. A. Hill 

J. O. Tipple 

H.T.Woods 

John Barbour 

John Barbour 

John Barbour 

John Barbour 



LOCATION OF OFFIOB. 



Auburndale, Mass. 
Auburndale, Mass. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMB. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDRB88. 


NAMB. 


POSTOFFIOB ADDRESS. 


William M. Brooks 


Auburndale, Mass. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 
Tabor, Iowa. 


A. T. West 


Tabor, Iowa. 


H T. Woods 


J. M. Bar hour 


Tabor, Iowa. 


John Barbour 


J. E. Todd 


Vermillion, S. D. 


0. A.. Barnes 
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TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



MINNEAPOLIS & ST. LOUIS RAILROAD COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPBRA.TED. 



1. Railroad line represented by capital stock ] g JSjanches'and 
5. Line operated under trackage rights. 



spurs. 





TERMINALS. 


Miles of line 
fur ea h road 
named. 


)f line 
cb class 
s named 


aAmU, 


FROM— 


TO— 


Miles ( 
forea 

Ofr'd 


1. a Minneapolis A St. Louis Railroad Go. . 
1 . h Minneapolis & 8t. Louis Railroad Go . . 
1. h Minneapoiis& St. Louis Railroad Go. . 
1. b Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co . . 
5. Northern Pacific Railroad company 


Minn'poliH, Minn 
Hopkins, Minn.. 
Maniton Jo Minn 
Ka)o Jet., Iowa.. 
St. Paul, Minn . . 


Angus, Iowa 

Morton, Minn ... 
<'onka Bay, Minn 
Kalo, Iowa. 
Minn'polis, Minn 


261.64 

92.87 

1.45 

2.80 

11.15 


261.64 

97.12 
U.15 


Total 


309 91 


369.91 



OFFIGERS. 



TITLE. 



President 

Vice-President 

Becietary und Assistant Treasurer 

Treasurer 

Oeneral Gounsel.. 

Oenerai Attorney 

Assistant Gentral Attorney 

Auditor 

General Manager 

Ohlef Engineer . 

General buperintendent 

General Freight Agent 

Assistant General Freight Agent. . . 

Gteneral Passenger Agent 

General Ticket Agent 

General Baggage ^gf'nt. . .. 



NAME. 



Edwin Hawley 

John E. dtarles 

Joseph Gaskell 

Frank H. Davis 

William Strauss 

Albert £. Olarke 

Wilbur F. Booth 

O.O.Post 

L.F.Day 

H.G. Keiley 

T. E. Ularke 

W. M. Hopkins 

K. G. Brown 

A.B.Outts 

A. B. Outts 

A. B uutts. 



LOCATION OF OFFICS. 



New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneauolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
.Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAME. 


POSTOFFIGB ADDRESS 


NAME. 


POSTOFFIGB ADDBESA. 


Edwin Hawley 


New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
St. Paul. Minn. 


Geo. Orocker 


San Francisco, Oal. 


F. E. Palmer 


F. H. Peavey 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


Wm. Strauss 


F. H. Dayls 


New York, N.Y. 


Edwin Lanirdon 


J . E. Searles 


New York, N. Y. 


O.S.Mellen 
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BOARD OF RA.ILBOA.D COUMISSIONERS. 
OFFIOESB. 



Ohalrmaa of the Board 

PresldBQt 

Vice- f resident 

VlcB-Pi*Bldenl 

Becretarji 

a^neTilBo\UiioT'''V^V^'.'. '.'.'.'.'.'.'.'". 

Atiornej. or QeDenkl Ooanlel 

Andltoi' 

AsBlsiant Auditior 

Qeneral Maaaeer 

Oblef EDKlneer 

General Baperlnteodent 

DlTlBlon BnperlnCendenl 

Division Buperlnteudent 

Dlvtslon BnpBrlntendent 

Superintendent of Telegrapli 

Traffic Manager, Kreljrht 

Qeneral Freight Agent 

A sslBtant Oenersl Freight Agent . . 

General rassenger Agent 

AsalBtant. Oeneral Passeager Agent, 

Oenera I Ticket Agent. 

AsslBtan t OenniaT Ticket Agent 

General Baggage Agent . 



O.D.Ashle7 

O. D Ashler, ... 
Edgar T. WelleB.... 

X Bamsej. Jr 

J. 1 1. OfesoD. 

F L. O'Learr. .... 
Weill H.Blodgett.. 
Wells H. Blodgett. 

I). B. Snward 

B.B Pr^or 

J. Ramsey. Ji 

W.8. Lincoln , 

H. L Hasee 

E. A.Ck>Dld 

W. A Garrett. 

J 8. floodtlch. 

O.O. Kinsman 

M, KnlBhl. ... . 

8. B. Enlght 

P. W. OoTle 

O. B Oane 

H.V.P. Taylor,... 
O S Orane. 
H V. f. Taylor..., 
B, H. Overholt 



DIBB0T0B3. 



Hew York, N.y. 
New York, N. Y. 
Sew York. K. Y. 



St. LodU, Mo, 



St. LonU, Mo. 



Moberly, Mo. 

Decatar. 111. 
'■ew York. N. Y. 
St L-iulB, Mo. 
Bt LouU, Mo. 



O D, Ashley 

Geo. J. Goald. ... 
Edgar T Welle*.. 
Henrv E UcHarg, 
C.J Lawreoce.... 

P B. Wyckoir 

a. 0. Beynoldg 



New York. N Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N, Y. 
New York, N. Y. 
New York, N. Y, 
New York. N, Y. 



EdwtD Goatd 

Tbo» H. Hubbard 

John T.Terry 

Enssell Bage.. 

O G. Maorae 

Francis Pavy 



New York, N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
New York. N. Y. 
LoDdon. England. 
LondoD, England. 



WINONA & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PBOPBBTY OPE SATED. 









,.«. 


„... 


1 ~.£a 


III 




„„.- 


™- 


The WInon 


& Western Railway comi>aDy. 


WlD 


na,HlDn,.. 


Osage, Iowa. 


1 iis.s 1 m.a 




Piesld'Dt 

First Vlce-b^esldent. . . 

Secretary 



nOrueral Counsel 

Oeueral dnperlntendeot. — 

General Freight Agent . 

GepB'al Paggenger Agent 



H. W. Lamberton 
V Blmpaon ... 
Tbomas Blmpson.. 
H. Q. NortoD.. 
Thomas Blmpson. , 
John J. Mahouey.. 
John J, Maboney.. 
John J Mahoney .. 
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TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMS. 


POSTOITIOB ADDBSeS. 


NAMS. 


POBTOVFICB ADDBH8S. 


Verrazano Simpson .... 
Henry W. Lamoerton. .. 

Matthew O. Norton 

William H. Laird 


Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 


8. W. Hamilton 


Winona, Minn. 


H. M. Lamberton 

Karl 8 Youmans 

Oharles Horton 


Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 
Winona, Minn. 


J. R. Mitchell 







BURLINGTON & NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPERTY OPBRILTED. 



NAMB. 


TBRMINALS. 


of line 
ch class 
8 uamed. 




FROM— 


TO— 


««2 


Burlington A Northwestern Railway company.... 

The company has leased the right to run over 13.77 
miles of th^ B , 0. R. & N. Ry., the distance be- 
tween Burlington and Medlapolis 


Medlapolls 


Washington 


38.73 
13.77 










Total 


52 50 



OFFICERS. 



TITLH. 



President 

71ce-President 

Secretary 

Treaflurer 

Attorney or General Oounsel 

Auditor and Chief Clerk Accountant Oepartm't 

Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

Chief Traffic Clerk 



NAME. 



F. W. Barhydt. 
J. T. Remey . . . 
R. M. Green.... 
R. M. Green ... 
H. A. Keiley... 
K. M. Boden . . 

R. Law 

W A. Borton . 
T. D. Ives 



LiOGATION OF OFFIGB. 



Burlington. 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 
Burlington, 



Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 
Iowa. 



DIRECTORS. 



NAMB. 


POSTOFFIGB ADDBBSS. 


NAMB. 


POSTOFFIGB ADDBBB8. 


T. W. Barhydt 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 


J. T. Remey 


Burlington, Iowa. 


C. P. Squires 

Lyman Cook 


W. W. Baldwin 

W. F. McFarland 

H. S. Rand 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 


J. W. Bly the 


Burlington, Iowa. 


H.B. i*cott 






BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 



221 



BURLINGTON & WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

PROPBBTT OPER/LTED. 



NAMH. 


THRMINAL8. 


Miles of line 
for each road 
named. 


of line 
kCh class 
s named 




FROM— 


TO— 


Miles 
for ea 
of r'd 


Barlington A Western Railway company.. 

This company has, by payment of its 
proportion of joint expense of train serv- 
ice and track repairs, the right to ran 
over the B. & N. W. railway from Win- 
field to Mediapolis 


Winfield 


Oskaloosa 




70.70 






19.73 
13.77 




And thence to Burlington oyer the B , 0. 
B. & N. railway under contract of 
the B. & N. W. By. company with that 
comnany 


• 












83.50 




• • • • 


Total 


104 20 



OFFICE RS. 



TITLS. 



President 

First Vice-President 

Secretary 

Treasurer 

Attorney, or Gtoneral Counsel 

Auditor, Chief Clerk Accountant Department. 

Manager 

Superintendent of Telegraph 

TrafflcClerk 



NAld. 



T. W. Barhydfc 
O. P. Squires... 
B. M. Qreen ... 
B. M. Green.... 
W. L. Coooer .. 
E. M. Boden... 

B. Law 

W. A. Borton.. 
T. D Ives 



LOOATION OT OTKOS. 



Burliogton« Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlii gtOQ, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 



DIBEOTOBS. 



HAHH. 


POSTOITIOH ADDBSBS. 


NAMH. 


POSTOTFIOS ADDBH8S. 


T. W. Barhydt 


Burlington, Towa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, Iowa. 


J. W. Blythe 


Burlington, Iowa. 
Burlington, lowa. 


O. P. Squires 


H. B. Scott 


W. W Baldwin 
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DIGEST OF DECISIONS OF SUPREME COURT 



BOARD OP RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 225 



DIGEST OF DECISIONS 



OP lOT^A SUPREME COURr REFERRING TO MATTERS APPECTING 

RAILROADS. 



ACTIO ar AGAINST— DHLAY IN SHIPmNT— LIMITING LIABIIiITY— HARMLESS NRmOR— BURDEN OV 

PROOV. 

The f<ict that no notice of damage wasglren a railroad company, as required in a ship- 
ping contract, does not relieve the company of liability, since the condition is a limitation of 
the carrier's liability, and therefore void, under code section 9074, providing no contract shall 
except any railroad corporation engaged in transporting property from the liability of a com- 
mon carrier which would exist had no contract been made or entered into. 

Valid conditions in a shipping contract, which can be separated from those which are 
understood by both parties to be valid, can be enforced. 

A condition in a shipping contract providing that the cars are to be in charge of the 
shipper while in transit, and that the shipper assumes the duty of caring for the stock at his 
own expense and risk, is not in violation of code section 2074, providing that no contract shall 
except any railroad corporation from the liability of a common carrier, where the shipper 
has assumed control, unless the carrier seeks by said condition to escape liability for injury 
caused by its failure to furnish proper facilities. 

Injury to property being shown, the burden is cast upon the carrier to exculpate itself 
from blame. 

Where a shipper assumes the care of his stock en route, and the stock is injured by his 
failure to feed and water them, as he had assumed to do, the burden is upon him to show that 
his failure was caused by failure of the company to furnish facilities. 

Where a shipper, who assumes the care of his stock en route, shows that it was injured by 
the failure of the carrier to furnish proper facilities for feeding and. watering, the burden is 
on the carrier to excuse such failure. Ohristie v. O., B. I. A P. B. B. Oo., 74 N. W. Bep., 697. 



DXDIGATION—AOCEPIANGE— REVOCATION— STREETS— PLATS— RAILWAY CROSSING— 

ACQUIESCENCE IN USER. 

Wheie the owner of certain land platted it into town lots, designating certain portions of 
the land so platted as streets, and subsequently, but before acceptance thereof by the public, 
conveyed a portion of such land to railway company, for the use of its tracks and depot 
grounds, such conveyance consticuted a revocation of such dedication, as to so much of such 
streets as was covered by such conveyance. 

A railroad company which acquired by conveyance, as its right of way and depot grounds, 
a portion of a tract of land which had previously been platted into town lots, was not justi- 
fied in excluding the public from the use of such streets across its land as had been so used, 
with its knowledge and acquiescence, for more than fifteen years, and on which it had pro 
vlded a crossing. Oriers v. I. 0. B. B. Oo., 74 N. W. Bep., 108. 



' ACCIDENT— NEGLIGENCE OT TELLOW SERVANT— LIABILITY OF MASTER. 

In an action for the death of an employe while at work un^er an engine, by another engine 
striking it and causing the wheel to pass over decedent, an instruction which assumes that 
decedent would necessarily have been injured by an unexpected movement of the engine he 
, was under is erroneous, where there was evidence tending to show that if decedent had 
blocked the wheels of his engine, which was part of his duty, the accident would not have 
15 
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occurred, or if he had remained in the pit, and crouched to the bottom, the engine would 
have passed over him without Injury. 

The fact that persons employed to remove ashes from engines at times mpred the engines, 
which was known to the foreman in charge of the work and was not forbidden, tends to prove 
that, in doing so, they acted by authority, though the practice did not amount to a general 
custom. Minneapolis A St. Louis B. B. Oo., v. Town of Britt, 74 N. W. Bep., 933. 



PBIVATB CBOSSINGS. 

A railroad company put in an open crossing with cattle guards at a place designated by 
the owner of the land, which crossing was within thirty rods of one under a bridge and trestle 
work: but the company subsequently removed the cattle guards and put in gates. Held, in 
an action to compel the company to restore the crossing to its original condition, in which 
there was evidence tending to show that the crossing was a dangerous one because of a curve 
and a heavy grade, that j udgment for the defendant was su pported by the evidence. Aistrope 
V. Tabor & N. B. Go., 75 N. W. Bep., 334. 



INJURY TO RAILROAD RMPIiOYB— mOLIGSNOB OT OO-BMPLOYE. 

Plaintiff's injuries were caused by a co-employe of defendant railway company negligently 
shoving against him a plank used as a bridge from a car to a live engine, over which they 
were carrying coal to the tender. Held, that the negligence was connected with the move- 
ment of the engine, and the company was liable under code section 2071, which provides that 
every corporation operating a railway shall be liable for damages sustained by employes in 
consequence of mismanagement of other employes in any manner connected with the use and 
operation of any railway on or about which they shall be employed. Akenson v. Chicago, B. 
A Q. B. B. Co., 76 N. W. Bep., 676. 



SHIPMBBTT OF TRUQHT— AUTHORITY OT A GBirr— LIMITING LIABILITY. 

In the absence of fraud or mistake, evidence of oral communications between the parties 
to a contract, which were had prior to the execution of the written contract, is not admissible. 

Evidence that the agent at a railroad station Informed a shipper of the rates made by the 
general freight agent between two other stations, and told him of his understanding of the 
time and connection of trains between those stations, is not sufficient to establish the author- 
ity of the agent to contract for the shipment of freight between those stations. A railroad 
company, having two rates for the transportation of stock, contracted in Kansas to carry 
stock for a shipper at the lower rate and carry the shipper or his agent free to care for the 
stock, and limited Its liability to injuries arising from its gross negligence. HeUd, under act 
of March 6, 1883, section 13, providing that no railroad company shall be permitted, except by 
order of the railroad commissioners, to limit its common law liability in the manner specified 
in the contract, except to relieve itself from liability on account of negligence, that such con- 
tract is valid, and the company was not responsible for injuries to the cattle from the owner's 
failure to care for them. Burgher v. Chicago, B. I. & P. B. B. Go., 75 N. W. Bep., 188. 



8TBPPINQ FROM MOVING TRAIN— CONTRIBUTORY NBGLIGBNOB. 

The question whether a passenger, injured by getting off a moving train on a dark night 
at the first crossing beyond his station, at which he had failed to alight because asleep, and 
after the train had slacked up and he had been told to get off by the brakeman, was guilty of 
contributory negligence, is a question for the jury. Lennon v. Ohicago A N.-W. B. B. Oo., 75 
N. W. Bep., 671. 



AOOIDBNTS— NBGLIGBNOB— UNGUARDBD PITS IN ROUNDHOUSB— CONTRIBUTORY NBGLIGBNOB. 

Negligence as against a servant cannot be predicated on the omission to erect barriers 
around the pit in the roundhouse of the defendant railroad company, where shown to be 
impossible without seriously interfering with the work done In such pits. 

Plaintiff's intestate, whose occupation was that of working in the roundhouse of a rail- 
road, was sent at night to another roundhouse, where he was killed by falling into an 
unguarded pit, in which he had previously worked. It appeared that roundhouses had such 
pits, which was known to intestate, and that Intestate had an unlighted torch with hlnou 
Heldf to show contributory negligence. McDonald v. I. 0. B. B. Oo., 75 N. W. Bep., 337. 
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ACCIDHNT— INJURY AT STRnr OAOSSINQS— OOarTRIBUTORT NBQLIGSNOB. 

Plaintiff's negligence precludes his right to recover for an injury receired by being struck 
by defendant's traia at a street crossing, however negligent such train may hare been 
operated, where it appeared from his own testimony that the headlight, which was shown to 
have been burning, could have been seen at a distance of 500 or 800 feet, when he was B5 feet 
from the crossing, and that his view of the track, when he was 80 feet therefrom, was unob- 
structed for 8,000 feet and in the direction from which the train was approaching. 'Eing v. 
Chicago, St. P. A K. O. B. B. Co., 75 N. W. Bep., 498. 



SMINBNT DOMAIH— YALUH Or LAITD TAKUT— BASIS OT OOMPUTATION. 

In proceedings to condemn land for railroad purposes, a witness who testifies to its value 
may be asked on cross-examination the value of other lots in the neighborhood, to show his 
knowledge of values. 

Where land is taken for railroad purposes, in arriving at its value, the Jury can consider 
the prospective location of the depot thereon at the time of the taking. 

An instruction directing vhe Jury in assessing damages for the taking of land by a rail- 
road, not to consider or deduct benefits derived on account of any enhanced value that has 
accrued to the owner by reason of any contemplated building of a depot thereon, cannot be 
construed as directing the Jury to add such future accessions of value, where they are also 
Instructed not to base their verdict on speculative values. Snouffer v. Ohioago & N.-W. B. B. 
Co., 75 N. W. Bep., 501. 



AOOIDBNT— BAILBOAD OBOBSIBrOS— OHIIiDBVN— OONTBIBUTORT NBOLIOHNOH. 

Whether a boy six years old was guilty of contributory negligence in going in front of a 
moving car at or near a street crossing was properly submitted to the Jury. 

Admission of evidence that parents of plaintiff, a six-year-old boy, carefully endeavored 
to guard against his having to cross, by himself, a railroad track where he was injured, on 
the way from school, is harmless error, where the Jury was charged that it was plaintiff's 
wantof care contributing to the iqjury which would bar recovery, and thus inferentlally 
that the parents* care was immaterial. Allen v. Ames & 0. By. Oo., 70 N. W. Bep., 848. 



OYSBOHABOBS— TBHBLB DAM AGIS. 

Laws Twenty-second General Assembly, chapter 88, section 0, imposing a liability to treble 
damages for freight overcharges by railroads above the established maximum rate, making 
it a misdemeanor to so overcharge, and giving a right of action to the person injured for the 
recovery of such damages and attorney's fees on first making fifteen days' written demand, 
imposes such damages as a penalty, and not as compensation. Hence, the action is governed 
by code of 1878, section 2589, subdivision 1, prescribing a two-years' limitation for penal 
actions. Baker Wire Oo. v. Chicago & N.-W. By. Co., 70 N. W. Bep , 661. 



ACdDBNT— COUPLING TBAIN8— OOATBIBUTOBT NIQLIGBNOB. 

A locomotive fireman, while standing on the steam chest of the engine, saw a ** quick 
long " signal given, which indicated in a general way that the engine was to back quite a 
distance to couple to the rest of the train. It started and he stepped down to the pilot to get 
hold of the flagstaff to balance himself; the other cars were struck and hs was thrown off and 
injured. The engine had gone but one and one-half car lengths. 

There was no evidence that the engine had been too rapidly or unskillf uUy backed, nor 
that the standing cars were negligently placed where they were. Held, that tbe/^vlng of the 
signal was not negligence of which the fireman might eomplain . 

A locomotive fireman, while standing on the steam chest of the engine, adjusting one of its 
parts, saw a signal to back eight or ten car lengths, which was obeyed, and he started to step 
down to the pilot beam, intending to go around into the cab as soon as the engine stopped. 

While stooping forward to grasp the flagstaff, the cars which the engine was backing 
towards to couple with were struck, the engine having moved but one or two car lengths, and 
he was thrown to the ground, by the shock, and injured. There was a handrail and a foot- 
board by which he might have returned to the cab on the engineer's side, and there was a 
brace from the pilot beam to the boiler front, which was within reach, by which he could 
have steadied himself. As an excuse for not going in on the engineer's side, it was stated 
that the cab window was fastened on the inside, and the engineer was busy. Heldt that the 
fireman was guilty of contributory negligence. Kelsy v. Chicago & N.-W. By. Co., 76N. W. 
Bep., 670. 
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DECISIONS OF U. S. SUPREME COURT. 

IN WHAT IS KNOWN AS THE NEBRASKA CASE — INVOLVING RIGHT 

OP STATE TO FIX TRANSPORTATION RATES. 



Oonstantine J. Smyth, attorney-general, et al., constltating' the board of transportation of 
Nebraska et al., appellants, v. OUrer Ames et al. Same t. George Smith et al. Same r. 
Henry L. Hlgglnson et al. 

Blghttosaeinequity-multipllcity of suits—suit against the state— rates on Union Paclflo 
railroad— railroad corporation Is a person— state law establishing rates, when void- Judi- 
cial control— federal constitution— discrimination in rates— rule for determining- fair 
Talue of property— public right— power of government— rule of value— Nebraska law 
unconstitutional. 

I. One who has a right to equity in a federal court cannot be deprived 'Of that right 
because be can sue at law in a state court on the same cause of action. 

8. Equity may interfere where its general decree would prevent a multiplicity of suits, 
and give a more certain and efficacious remedy than can be had at law. 

3. A suit aganst individuals for the purpose of preventing them as officers of a state from 
enforcing an unconstitutional enactment to the injury of the rights of the plaintllf is not a 
suit against the state within the meaning of the eleventh constitutional amendment. 

4. Congress not having exerted the power to fix rates on the Union Pacific railroad, given 
by the act of July 1, 1862, a state may prescribe rates for transportation thereon between 
points within Its territory. 

5. A railroad corporation is a person within the fourteenth amendment forbidding a state 
to deprive any person of property without due process of law, or to deny any person the equal 
protection of the laws. 

0. A state law, or regulations made thereunder, establishing rates for transportation by 
railroad that will deprive the carrier of just compensation, Is repugnant to the fourteenth 
constitutional amendment, as depriving the carrier of his property without due process of 
1 iw, and denying to it the equal protection of the laws. 

7. While the state may fix rates of transportation, the question whether the rates are so 
unreasonably low as to deprive the carrier of its property without such compensation cannot 
be determined by state statute or regulations thereunder so conclusively that the matter 
may not become the subject of judicial inquiry. 

8. The power given by theconstltuion of Nebraska to its legislature to fix reasonable 
rates for transportation cannot be exerted in derogation of rights secured by the federal con- 
stitution. 

0. Railroads may not discriminate against the people of any one state, but are not neces- 
sarily bound to give the same rates to the people of all the states, as the kind and amount and 
cost of business vary in the several states. 

10. The reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates prescribed by a state for the trans- 
Itortation of persons and property wholly within its limits must be determined without refer- 
ence to the interstate business done by the carrier, or to the profits derived from it. 

II. Railroad rates should be fixed with reference to the fair value of the property used 
and services rendered, and not merely to pay expeases, interest, and dividends, nor in order 
to realize profits upon an excessive valuation or a flctltioui capitalization. 

12. The public have a right to be exempt from, unreasonable exactions; and the interest 
of the corporation is not the sole test of suitable rates. 

13. A railroad corporation accepts its rights, privileges and franchises subject to the 
power of government by legislation to protect the people against unreasonable charges by 
it, but cannot be required to use its property for the public without just compensation. 

14. To ascertain the value of railroad property, the cost of construction and improve- 
ments, the amount and value of its bonds and stock, its earning capacity and operating 
expenses are to be considered. 
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15. The Nebraska law of 1893, to regulate railroads, classifying freights, fixing rates, etc , 
is repugnant to the United States constitution and void as prohibiting railroads in that state 
from receiving reasonable and just compensation, and depriying them of property without 
due process of law and of the equal protection of the laws. 
[Nos. 49-51. 1 Argued March 4, 6, 1896. Ordered for reargument April 20, 1896. Reargued April 

5, 6, 7. 1897. Decided March 7, 1808. 

Appeals from a decree of the circuit court of the United States for the district of 
Nebraska in each of the above cases, perpetually evjolDing the railroad companies from 
making a schedule of rates for transportation reducing them to those prescribed by the state 
act of Nebraska, approved April 12, 1893, or from conforming to the provision of said act, and 
restraining the board of transportation of said state et al. from hearing or determining any 
complaint against said railroad companies or either of them for or on account of any act done 
by them or either of them which is forbidden by said act, and from Instituting or prosecuting 
any action or proceeding for violation of said act, and adjudging said act to be void, etc., in 
actions brought by the above-named appellees against the said appellants ^n each of the 
above-named cases, for the relief granted by the said decrees. Affirmed. 

See same case below, 64 Fed. Bep., 165. 

The facts are stated In the opinion. 

Messrs. John L. Webster, A. S. OhurchlU and W. A. Dilworth for appellants on firstjargu- 
ment. 

Messrs. John L. Webster, William J. Bryan and Oonstantine J. Smyth, attorney-general 
of Nebraska, for appellants on reargument. 

Messrs. J. M. Woolworth and James 0. Garter for appellees on first argument and on 
reargument. 

Mr. Justice Harlan delivered the opinion of the court: 

The appellees in the first of the above cases were the plaintiffs below, and are citizens of 
Massachusetts and stockholders of the Union Pacific Railway company. They sued on behalf 
of themselves and all others similarly situated. The defendants are the Union Pacific Bail- 
way company, the St. Joseph & Orand Island Railroad company, the Omaha & Republican 
Valley Railroad company, and the Kansas Olty & Omaha Railroad company-^eorporatlons of 
Nebraska under the control of the Union Pacific Railway company; certain persons, citizens 
of Nebraska, who hold the offices respectively, of attorney-general, secretary of state, 
auditor of public accounts, state treasurer, and commissioner of public lands and buildings, 
and constitute the state board of transportation; and James 0. Dahlman, Joseph W. Edgerton 
and Gilbert L. Laws, citizens of Nebraska and secretaries of that board. By a supplemental 
bill in the same suit, certain persons, receivers of the Union Pacific Railway company, were 
made defendants. 

In the second case, some of the pl&lntlffs, appellees here, are subjects of Queen Victoria, 
while the others are citizens of Massachusetts. They are all stockholders of the Ohlcago A 
North- We« tern Railroad company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of 
Illinois, Wisconsin and Iowa, and have sued in that capacity on behalf of themselves and all 
others similarly situated The defendants are the Chicago & North- Western Railroad com- 
pany; the Fremont, Elkhorn & Missouri Valley Railroad company, a Nebraska corporation, 
and the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis Sc Omaha Railway company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of Minnesota and Nebraska, both under the cotitrol of the Ohlcago & North- 
western Railroad company; and the above officers constituting the state board of transpor- 
tation, as well as those holding the positions of secretaries of that board. 

In the third case, the appellees, Henry L. Hlgglnson and others, citizens of Massachu- 
setts, were the plaintiffs below. They sued on behalf of themselves and all other stockhold- 
ers of the Ohlcago, Burlington & Qulncy Railroad company, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of Illinois and Iowa, and whose lines west of the Missouri river are 
known as the Burlington A Missouri road. The defendants are the Ohlcago, Burlington 
& Qulncy Railroad company, the persons composing the Nebraska state board of transporta- 
tion, and the secretaries of that board. 

For the sake of brevity, the Union Pacific Railway company will be called the Union 
Pacific company; the St. Joseph A Grand Island Railroad company, the St. Joseph company; 
the Omaha A Republican Valley Railroad company, the Omaha company; the Kansas Olty & 
Omaha Railroad company, the Kansas Olty company ; the Fremont, Elkhorn A Missouri Val- 
ley Railroad company, the Fremont company; the Ohlcago, St. Paul, Minneapolis A Omaha 
Railway company, the St. Paul company ; and the Ohlcago, Burlington A Qalnoy Railroad 
company, the Burlington company. 
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Each of these suits was brought July 28, 189S, and luTolves the constitutionality of an act 
of the legislature of Nebraska, approved by the governor April 12, 1803, and which took effect 
August 1, 1888. It was an act "to regulate railroads, to classify freights, to fix reasonable 
maximum rates to be charged for the transportation of freights upon each of the railroads 
In the state of Nebraska, and to provide penalties for the violation of this act." Acts of 
Nebraska, 1893, chapter 24; Oompiled Statutes of Nebraska, 1893, chapter 72, article 12. The 
act is referred to in the record as house roll 33. 

Prior to the enactment of that statute, the legislature passed an act to regulate railroads, 
prevent unjust discrimination, provide for a board of transportation, and define its duties, 
and repeal articles 6 and 8 of chapter 72, entitled '* Railroads," of the Revised Statutes of 
Nebraska, and all acts and parts of acts in confiict therewith— the same being chapter flO of 
the Session Laws of 1887, and now article 8, of chapter 72, of the Oompiled Statutes of 
Nebraska of 1891. By that act the attorney general, secretary of state, auditor of public 
accounts, state treasurer, avd commissioner of public lands and buildings were constituted a 
board of transportation, with power to appoint three secretaries to assist in the performance 
of its duties, and with authority to inquire into the management of the business of all com- 
mon carriers subject to its provisions and obtain from them the full and complete Informa- 
tion necessary to enable the board to perform Its duties and carry out the objects for which 
It was created. It was also provided that, for the purposes of the act, the board should have 
power to require the attendance and testimony of witnesses and the production of all books, 
papers, contracts, agreements, and documents relating to any matter under investigation, 
and to that end could invoke the aid of any of the district courts or of the supreme court of 
the state: and that any court of competent jurisdiction in which such inquiry was carried on 
could, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey a subpoBoa Issued to any common carrier or 
person subject to the provisions of the act. Issue an order requiring such carrier or other per- 
son to appear before the board (and produce books and papers if ordered), and give evidence 
touchlngthematter in question; and any failure to obey the order was punishable by the 
court as for contempt. The claim that any testimony or evidence might tend to criminate 
the person giving evidence would not excuse the witness from testifying, but such evidence 
or testimony could not be used against him on the trial of any criminal proceeding. 

The power to enact the statute whose validity is now assailed, that is the above statute 
of August 1, 1898, regulating railroads, classifying freights, fixing reasonable maximum rates, 
etc., in Nebraska, was referred by counsel to the general legislative power of the state as 
well as to the 4th section of article 11 of the state constitution, which provides: '* Railways 
heretofore constructed, or that may hereafter be constructed In this state, are hereby 
declared public highways, and shall be free to all persons for the transportation of their per- 
sons and property thereon, under such regulations as may be prescribed by law. And the 
legislature may, from time to time, pass laws establishing reasonable maximum rat^s of 
charges for the transportation of passengers and freight on the different railroads in this 
state. The liability of railroad corporations as common carriers shall never be limited." 

By the first section of that statute it Is declared that, except as therein otherwise pro- 
vided, its provisions shall apply to all railroad corporations, railroad companies, and common 
carriers engaged in Nebraska In the transportation of freight by railroad therein, and also to 
shipments of property made from any point within the state to any other point within its 
limits. That section provides: "The term ' railroad ' as used In this acb, shall Include all 
bridges and ferries used or operated In connection with any railroad, and also all the road in 
use by any corporation, receiver, trustee, or other person operating a railroad whether owned 
or operated under contract, agreement, lease, or otherwise, and the term ' transportation * 
shall Include all instrumentalities of shipment or carriage, and the term ' railroad corpora- 
tion ' contained in this act shall be deemed and taken to mean all corporations, companies, or 
Individuals, now owning or operating, or which may hereafter own or operate, any railroad. 
In whole or in part, In this state, and the provisions of this act, except as In this act other- 
wise provided, shall apply to all persons, firms, and companies, and to all associations of 
persons, whether incorporated or otherwise, that shall do business as common carriers of 
freight upon any of the lines of railway in this state, the s%me as to railroad corporations 
herein mentioned." Section 1. 

The second section provides that all freight or property to be transported by any railroad 
company or companies mentioned In the first section, "from any point In the state of 
Nebraska to any other point In said state, shall be classified as hereinafter in this section 
provided, and any other or different classification of freight, which would raise the rates on 
class or commodity of freights above the rates prescribed in this act, except as hereinafter 
otherwise provided, Is prohibited and declared to be unlawful. The classification established 
by this act shall .be known as the * Nebraska Classification.' Freights shall be billed at the 
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actual weight unless otherwise directed In the classification— 20,000 pounds shall be a carload, 
and all excessiye weights shall be at the same rate per 100 pounds, except in carloads of light 
and bulky articles, and unless otherwise specified in the'Classlfication. When the classification 
makes an artidle * released ' or ' owner's risk,' the same at carrier's risk will be the next high- 
est rate higher, unless otherwise provided in the classification. Articles rated first class, 
* released ' or owner's risk, if taken at * carrier's risk,* will be one and one-half times first class 
unless otherwise provided in the classification. A.11 articles carried according to this class- 
ification at * owner's risk ' of fire, leakage, damage, or breakage must be so receipted for by 
agents of the railroad, and so considered by owners and shippers. Signing a release contract 
by a shipper shall not release .the railroad company from loss or damage caused by careless- 
ness or negligence of its employes." Section 2. 

Following this section, in the body of the statute, are tables of the classification of 
freights. 

The third section is in thf se words: ** That each of the railroads in the state of Nebraska 
shall charge for the transportation of freight from any point in said state to any other point 
in said state, no higher or greater rate of charge than is by this act fixed as the reasonable 
maximum rate for the distance hauled, and the reasonable maximum rates for the transpor- 
tation of freight by railroad from any point in the state of N»braska to any other point in 
said state are declared and established to be as hereinafter in this section fixed for the 
distance named, and any higher or greater rate for the distance hauled than that herein fixed 
and established Is prohibited and declared to be unlawful; and the reasonable maximum rate 
herein fixed aod established shall be known as the Nebraska Schedule of Reasonable Maxi- 
mum Bates " Section 8. 

Here follow tables of the rates prescribed by the statute. 

That the full scope of the act may appear, its remaining sections are given as follows: 

" Sec. 4. All railroads or parts thereof which have been built in this state since the 1st 
day of January, 1889, or may be built before the 31st day of December, 1899, shall be exempt 
fiom the provisions of this act until the 31st day of December, 1899. 

" Sec. 5. Whenever any railroad company or companies in this state bhall in a proper 
action, show by competent testimony that the schedule of rates prescribed by the act are 
unjust and unreasonable, such railroad or railroads shall be exempt therefrom as hereinafter 
provided. All such actions shall be brought before the supreme court, in the name of the 
railroad company or companies bringing the same, and against the state of Nebraska, and 
upon the hearing thereof. If the court shall become satisfied that the rates herein prescribed 
are un jnst in so far as they relate to the railroad bringing the action [it], may issue their [its] 
order directing the board of transportation to permit such railroad to raise its rates to any 
sum in the discretion of the board; provided, that in no case shall the rates so raised be fixed 
at a higher sum than that charged by such railroad on the first day of January, 1893. When- 
ever any railroad company in this state shall claim the benefit of the provisions of this sec- 
tion, it fchall be the dmty of such railroad company to show to the court all matters pertain- 
ing to the management thereof, and if it shall appear that said railroad company is operating 
branch lines of railroad in connection with its main line, and all included in one system, then 
in that case, it shall be the duty of the railroad company to show to the court upon which 
branch or branches, or upon which portion of such system the schedule of rates prescribed in 
this>act is unjust and unreasonable, and only such portions shall be exempt from the provisions 
thereof; provided, that in no case shall a railroad company be allowed to pool the earnings of 
all the lines operated under one management, where more than one line is so operated, for 
the purpose of lowering the general average. 

"Sec. 6. That the board of transportation is hereby empowered and directed to reduce 
the rates on any class or commodity in the schedule of rates fixed in this act, whenever it 
shall seem Just and reasonable to a majority of said board so to reduce any rate; and said 
board of transportation is hereby empowered and directed to revise said classification of 
freight as hereinbefore in this act established, whenever it shall appear to a majority of said 
board just and reasonable to revise said classification; provided, that said board of transpor 
tation shall never change the classification in the act established, so that by such change or 
classification the rates on any freight will become higher or greater than in this act fixed. 
When any reduction of rates or revision of classification shall be made by said board, it shall 
be the duty of said bbard to cause notice thereof to be published two successive weeks In 
some public newspaper, published in the city of Lincoln, in this state, which notice shall state 
the date of the taking effect of such change of rate or classification, and said change of rate 
or classification so made by the said board and, published in said notice shall take effect at 
the time so stated in said notice. 
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*' Sec. 7. That articles not enumerated In said classification in section 2 of this act estab- 
lished, not rated in said schedule of rates in section 8 of this act, shall be classed with analo- 
gous articles in said classification, and where there Is any conflict between said classification, 
and said schedule of maximum rates, said rates shall govern. 

" Sec 8. That in case any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall do, or 
cause to be done, or permit to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or 
declared to be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to 
be done, such common carrier shall be liable to the person or persons injured thereby, for all 
damages sustained in consequence of any such violation of the provisions of this act, together 
with cost of suit and a reasonable counsel or attorney's fee, to be fixed by the court in which 
the same is heard on appeal or otherwise, which shall be taxed and collected a^ part of the 
costs in the case; provided, that in all cases demand ia writing on said common carrier shall 
be made for the money damages sustained before suit is brought for recovery under this sec- 
tion, and that no suit shall be brought until the expiration of fifteen days after such demand. 

"Sec. 9. That in case any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall do» 
or cause to be done, or permit to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or 
declared to be unlawful, or shall omit to do any act, zbatter, or thing in this act required to be 
done, such common carrier shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined in any sum not Jess than 
$1,000, nor more than $5,000 for the first offense; and for the secoad offense not less than $5,000, 
nor more than $10,000; and for the third offense not less than $10,000 nor more than $30,000; and 
for every subsequent offense and conviction thereof, shall be liable to a fine of $35,000; pro- 
vided, that in all cases under this act either party shall have the rigbt of trial by jury. 

*' Sec. 10. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are repealed." 

These cases were heard at the same time, and in the one in which the Union Pacific 
company, the St. Joseph company, the Omaha company, and the Kansas Oity company were 
defendants, it was adjudged in the circuit court— Mr. Justice Brewer presiding— as follows: 
"That the said railroad companies and each and every of them, and said receivers, be 
perpetually enjoined and restrained from malcing or publishing a schedule of rates to be 
charged by them or any or either of them for the transportation of freight on and over their 
respective roads in this state from one point to another therein, whereby such rate shall be 
reduced to those prescribed by the act of the legislature of this. state, called in the bill filed 
therein, * House BpU 33,' and entitled 'An Act to Regulate Railroads, to Classify Freights, to 
Fix Reasonable Maximum Rates to be Charged for the Transportation of Freight upon each 
of the Railroads in the State of Nebraska, and to Provide Penalties for the Violation of this 
Act,' approved April 18, 1893, and below those now charged by said companies or either of 
them or their receivers, or in any wise obeying, observing, or Son forming to the provisions, 
commands, injunctions, and prohibitions of said alleged act; and that the board of transpor- 
tation of said state and the members and secretaries of said ooard be in llkce manner per» 
petually enjoined and roHtrained from entertaining, hearing, or determining any complaint 
to it against said railroad companies, or any or either of them or their receivers, fur or on 
account of any act or thing by either of said companies or their receivers, their officers, 
agents, servants, or employes, done, suffered, or omitted, which may be forbidden or com- 
manded by said alleged act, and from instituting or prosecuting or causing to be Instituted 
or prosecuted any action or proceeding, civil or criminal, against either of said companies or 
their receivers for any act or thing done, suffered, or omitted, which may be forbidden or 
commanded by said act, and particularly from reducing its present rates of charges for trans- 
portation of freight to those prescribed in said act, and that the attorney-general of this state 
be in like manner enjoined from bringing, aiding in bringing, or causing to be brought, any pro- 
ceeding by way of injunction, mandamus, civil action, or indictment against said companies or 
either of them or their receivers for or on account of any action or omission on their part com- 
manded or forbidden by the said act. And that a writ of injunction issued out of this court and 
under the seal thereof, directed to the said defendants, commanding, enjoining, and restraining 
them as hereinbefore set forth, which injunction shall be perpetual save as hereinafter pro- 
vided. And it is further declared, adjudged, and decreed that the act above entitled is 
repugnant to the constitution of the United States, forasmuch as by the provisions of said act 
the said defendant railroad companies may not exact for the transportation of freight from 
one point to another within this state, charges which yield to the said companies, or either of 
them, reasonable compensation for such services. It is further ordered, adjudged, and 
decreed that the defendants, members of the board of transportation of said state, may here- 
after, when the circumstances have changed so that the rates fixed in the said act shall yield 
to the said companies reasonable compensation for the services aforesaid, apply to this court, 
by supplemental bill or otherwise, as they may be advised, for a further order in that behalf. 
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It 18 further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the plaintiffs recover of the said defendants 
their costs to be taxed by the clerk.** 

The above decree was In accordance with the prayer for relief. ▲ similar decree was 
rendered In each of the other cases. 

The present appeals were prosecuted by the defendants constituting the state board of 
transportation, as well as by the defendants who are secretaries of that board. 

The first question to be considered is one common to all the cases. While it was not 
objected at the argument that thera had been any departure from the ninety-fourth equity 
rule, it was contended that the plaintiffs had an adequate remedy at law, and that the circuit 
court of the United States, sitting in equity, was therefore without Jurisdiction. This objec- 
tion is based upon the fifth section of the Nebraska statute authorising any railroad company 
to show, in a proper action brought in the supreme court of the state, that the rates therein 
prescribed are unreasonable and unjust, and, if that court found such to be the fact, to obtain 
an order upon the board of transportation permitting the rates to be raised to any sum io the 
discretion of that board, provided that in no case should they be fixed at a higher sum than 
was charged by the company on the 1st day of January, 1893. This section, it is contended, 
took from the circuit court of the United States its equity Jurisdiction in respect of the rates 
prescribed and required the dismissal of the bills. 

We cannot accept this view of the equity Jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the United 
States. The adequacy or Inadequacy of a remedy at law for the protection of the rights of 
one entitled upon any ground to Invoke the powers of a federal court is not to be conclusively 
determined by the statutes of the particular state in which suit may be brought. One who is 
entitled to sue In the federal cli cult court may Invoke its Jurisdiction in equity whenever the 
established principles and rules of equity permit such a suit in that court; and he cannot be 
deprived of that right by reason of his being allowed to sue at law in a state court on the 
same cause of action. It is true that an enlargement of equitable rights arising from ihe 
statutes of a state may be adminlste'-ed by the circuit courts of the United States. Oase of 
Broderlck's Will [Kleley v. McOlynn], 8S U. S., 81 Wall., SOS, 630 [23:590, 006]; Holland v. Ohallen, 
110 U. S., 16, 24 [88:61, 56] : Dick v Foraker, 15A U. S., 404, 415 [39:201, 806] ; Bardon v. Land & River 
Improv. Oo., 157 U. S., 387, 330 [89:719, 781] ; Rich v. Braxton, 158 U. S., 875, 405 [39:1088, 1032]. But 
4f the case in Its essence be one cognizable in equity, the plaintiff— the required value being 
in dispute— may invoke the equity powers of the prop-r circuit court of the United States 
whenever Jurisdiction attaches by reason of diverse cltisenshlp or upon any other ground of 
ederal Jurisdiction. Payne v. Hook, 74 U. S, 7 Wall., 486, 430 [19:260, 262]; McGonihay v. 
Wright, 181 U. S., 801, 805 [30:938, 933]. A party by going into a national court does not, this 
court has said, lose any right or appropriate remedy of which he might have availed himself 
in the state courts of the same locality ; that the wise policy of the constitution gives him a 
choice of tribunals. Davis v. Gray, 83 U S., 16 Wall., 808, 221 [81:417, 453]; Oowley v. Northern 
Pacific Railroad Oo., 159 U. S , 669, 583 [40:863, 267]. So, '* whenever a citizen of a state can go 
Into the courts of a state to defend his property against the Illegal acts of its officers, a citi- 
zen of another state may invoke the Jurisdiction of the federal courts to maintain a like 
defense. A state cannot tie up a citizen of another state, having property rights within Its 
territory invaded by unauthorized acts of its own officers, to suits for redress In Its own 
courts." Reagan v. Farmers Loan & Trust Oo (No. 1), 154 U. 8 , 368, 391 [38:1014, 1081], 4 Inters. 
Oom. Rep., 560]; Mississippi Mills v. Oohn, 150 U. S., 808,804 [37:1068.1063]; Oowles v. Mercer 
Oounty [Mercer Oounty Supers, v. Oowles], 74 U. S, 7 Wall., 118 [19:86]; Lincoln County v. 
Lunlog, 183 U S., 529 [83:766] ; Scott v. Neely, 140 U. S., 106 [33:358] ; Ohicot Oounty v. Sherwood* 
148 U. 8., 689 [37:546]: Oates v. Allen, 149 U. S., 451 [37:804]. 

In these cases the plaintiffs, stockholders in the corporations named, ask a decree enjoin- 
ing the enforcement of certain rates for transportation upon the ground that the statute 
prescribing them is repugnant to the constitution of the United States. Under the principles 
which in the federal system distisguish oases In law from those in equity, the circuit court of 
the United States, sitting in equity, can make a comprehensive decree covering the whole 
ground of controversy, and thus avoid the multipli ity of suits that would Inevitably arise 
under the statute. The carrier Is made liable, not only to individual persons for every aot» 
matter or thing prohibited by the statute, and for every omission to do any act, matter or 
thing required to be done, but to a fine of from $1,000 to |5,000 for the first offense, from |5,C00 
to $10,000 for the second offense, from $10,000 to $30,000 for the third offense, and $35,000 for every 
subsequent offense. The transactions along the line of any one of these railroads, out of 
which causes of action might arise under the statute, are so numerous and varied that the 
Interference of equity could well be Justified upon the ground that a general decree, accord- 
ing to the prayer of the bills, would avoid a multiplicity of suits and give a remedy more cer- 
tain and efficacious than could be given In any proceeding instituted against the company In 
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a court of law ; for a court of law could only deal with each separate transaction involving 
the rates to be charged for transp )rtation. The transactions of a single week would expose 
any company questioning the validity of the statute to a vast number of suits by shippers, to 
say nothing of the heavy penalties named In the statute. Only a court of equity is compe- 
tent to meet such an emergency and determine, once for all and without a multiplicity of 
salts, matters that affect, not simply individuals, but the interests of the entire community 
as involved in the use of a public highway and in the administration of the affairs of the 
quasi-public corporation by which such highway is maintained. 

Another question of a preliminary character must be here noticed. The answer of the 
officers of the state in each case insists that the real party in interest is the state, and that 
these suits are, in effect, suits against the state, of which the circuit court of the United 
States cannot take Jurisdiction consistently with the eleventh amendment of the constitution 
of the United States. This point is, perhajM, covered by the general assignments of error, 
but it was not discussed at the bar by the representatives of the state board. It would, there* 
fore, be sufficient to say that these are cases of which, so far as the plaintiffs are concerned, 
the circuit court has jurisdiction, not only upon the ground of the diverse citizenship or 
alienage of the parties, but upon the farther ground that, as the statute of Nebrasks, under 
which the state board of transportation proceeds, is assailed as being repugnant to rights 
secured to the plaintiffs by the constitution of the United States, the cases may be regarded 
as arising under that instrument. But, to prevent misapprehension, we add that within the 
meaning of the eleventh amendment of the constitution the suits are not against the state, 
but against certain individuals charged with the administration of a state enactment, which, 
it is alleged, cannot be enforced without violating the constitutional rights of the plaintiffs. 
It Is the settled doctrine of this court that a suit against individuals for the purpose of pre- 
venting them as officers of a state from enforcing an unconstitutional enactment to the 
injury of the rights of the plaintiff, is not a suit against the state within the meaning of that 
amendment. Pennoyer v. McOonnaughy, 140 U. S., 1, 10 [39:S63, 8651; Be Tyler. U9U. S., 164, 
190 [37:889, 696] ; Scott v. Donald (No. 1), 165 U. S., 68, 68 [41:63S. 633] ; Tindal v. Wesley, 167 U. 8., 
a01,2aO [42:137,142]. 

A.n important question is presented that relates only to the Union Pacific company. That 
company is a corporation formed by the consolidation of several companies under the author* 
Ity of the acts of congress, one of the constitutent companies being the Union Pacific Bailroad 
company incorporated by the act of July 1, 1863 (18 Stat, at L., 489, chap. 190). United States v. 
Union Pacific Ball^tay Company, 160 U. 8., 1, 6 [40:819, 381]. Neither that company nor the 
Union Pacific Bailroad company is named in the Nebraska statute, but the statute is inter- 
preted by the state board of transportation as embracing the present defendant corporation. 
It is contended that the state is without power to fix or limit the rates that the Union Pacific 
company may charge for the transportation of freight on Its lines between points within 
Nebraska. This contention rests: 1. Upon the provisions of the acts of oongress showing 
that the Union Pacific Bailroad company was created for the accomplishment of national 
objects, namely, to secure the safe and speedy transportation of the mails, troops, munitions 
of war and public stores of the United Statei^ 2. Upon the eighteenth section of the above 
act of July 1, 1868 (12 Stat, at L., 489. 407, chap. 180), providing that "whenever it appears that 
the net earnings of the entire road and telegraph, including the amount allowed for services 
rendered for the United States, after deducting all expenditures, iaclading repairs, and the 
furnishing, running and managing of said road, shall exceed 10 per centum upon Its cost 
exclusive of the 5 per centum to be paid to the United States, congress may reduce the rates 
of fare thereon, if unreasonable in amount, and may fix and establish the same by law.*' The 
argument is that congress by this enactment has reserved to itself exclusive control of rates, 
Interstate and local, to be charged on tbe Union Pacific railroad. As this view, if main- 
tained, would require an affirmance of the decree so far as th^ Union Pacific company is con- 
cerned, whether the Nebraska statute of 1893 be constitutional or not as to the other railroad 
corporations, it cannot properly be passed without examination. 

In Beagan v. Mercantile Trust Company (No. 1), 154 U. S., 413 [38:1028, 4 Inters. Oom. Bep. 
675], the question arose whether the Texas & Pacific Bail way company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the United States, was subject to the laws of Texas with respect to 
rates for transportation wholly within that state. The ground upon which exemption from 
state control was there asserted by the company was that it received all its franchises from 
congress, including the franchise to charge and collect tolls. This court, conceding, for the 
purposes of that case, that congress had power to remove the corporation in all its operations 
from state control, held that the act creating it did not show an intention upon the part of 
congress to exempt it from the duty to conform to such reasonable rates for local transpor- 
tation as the state might prescribe, and that the enforcement by the state of reasonable rates 
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for Buch transportation would not disable the corporation from performing the duties and 
exercising the powers impo<«ed upon It by ooogress. The court said: " By the act of incor- 
poration congress authorized the company to build its road through the state of Texas. It 
knew that, when constructed, a part of its business would be the carrying of persons and 
property from points within the state to other points also within the state, and that in so 
doing it would be engaged in a business control of which Is nowhere by the federal constitu- 
tion given to congress. It must have been known that. In the nature of things, the control of 
that business would be exercised by the state, aad If it deemed that the interests of the 
nation and the discharge of the duties required on behalf of the nation from this corporation 
demanded exemption In all things from state control, it would unquestionably have 
expressed such intention in language whose meaning would be clear. Its silence In this 
respect is satisfactory assurance that, in so far as this corporation should engage in business 
wholly within the state, it intended that it should be subjected to the ordinary control exer- 
cised by the state over such business. Without, therefore, relying at all upon any acceptance 
by the railroad corporation of the act of the legislature of the state, passed in 1873 in respect 
to it, we are of opinion that the Texas & Pacific Railway company Is, as to business done 
wholly within the state, subject to the control of the state in all matters of taxation, rates 
«nd other police regulations *' 

This conclusion, hs may be observed from the opinion, wm based in part upon the reason- 
ing in Thompson v. Pacific Railroad Company, 76 U S , 9 Wall., 579 [19: 792], and In Union P. 
Railroad Company v. Peniston, 85 U. S., 18 Wall., 6 L21: 7871, in which cases it was held that the 
property of certain railroad companies was not exempt from state taxation by reason alone 
of the fact that they were organized under acts of congress for the accomplishment of 
national objects, and that the Imposition of such taxes was not, in a constitutional sense, an 
obstruction to the exercise of the powers of the general government, nor an interference with 
the discharge of the duties required of the companies by their charters 

In the present case the question is more difficult of solution by reason of the declaration 
inthe above act of July 1, 1883 (no similar declaration being made in the act incorporating 
the Texas & Pacific Railway company), that congress may reduce the rates of fare on the 
Union Pacific railroad if unreasonable in amount, and may fix and establish the same by law 
whenever the net earnings Of 'the entire road and telegraph, ascertained upon a named basis, 
should exceed 10 per cent upon its cost, exclusive of the 5 per cent to be paid to the United 
States. 

Undoubtedly congress intended by that act to reserve such power as was necessary to 
prevent the corporation from exacting rates that were unreasonable. But this is not equiv- 
alent to a declaration that the states through which the railroad might be constructed 
should not regulate rates for transportation begun and completed within their respective 
limits. 

It cannot be doubted that the making of rates for transportation by railroad corpora- 
tions along public highways, between points wholly within the limits of a state, is a subject 
primarily within the control of that state. And It ought not to be supposed that congress 
Intended that, so long as it forebore to establish rates on the Union Pacific railroad, the cor- 
poration Itself could fix such rates for transportation a^ it saw proper independently of the 
right of the states through which the road was constructed to prescribe regulations for trans- 
portation beginning and ending within their respective limits. On the contrary the better 
Interpretation of the act of July 1, 1863, Is that the question of rates for wholly local business 
was left under the control of the respective states through which the Union Pacific railroad 
might pass, with power reserved to congress to intervene under certain circumstances and 
fix the rates that the corporation could reasonably charge and collect. Congress not having 
exerted this pow^r, we do not think that the national character of the corporation construct- 
ing the Union Pacific railroad stands in the way of a state prescribing rates for transporting 
property on that road wholly between points within Its territory. Until congress, in the exer- 
cise either of the power specifically reserved by the 18th section of the act of 1862 or its power 
under the general reservation made of authority to add to, alter, amend, or repeal that act, 
prescribes rates to be charged by the railroad company, it remains with the states through 
which the road passes to fix rates for transportation beginning and ending within their 
respective limits. 

We ar» now to inquire whether the Nebraska statute is repugnant to the constitution of 
the United States. 

By the fourteenth amendment it Is provided that no state shall deprive any person of 
property without due process of law, nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws. That corporations are persons within the meaning of this amend- 
ment is now settled. Santa Clara County v. Southern Pacific Railroad Company, 118 U. S., 394, 
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890 [80: 1181 ; Charlotte, 0. A A. Ballroad ▼. Gibbet, 148 U. S., 886, 891 [35: 1061, 1054] ; Gulf, Colo- 
rado Sl Santa Fe Ballwaj Company ▼. Ellis, 105 U. S., 150, 154 [41: 666, 668]. What amounts to 
deprWatlon of property without due process of law, or what Is a denial of the equal protec- 
tion of the laws, Is often difficult to determine, especially where the question relates to the 
property of a quasi-public corporation and the extent to which It may be subjected to public 
control. But this court, speaking by Chief Justice Walte, has said that while a state haa 
power to fix the charges by railroad companies for the transportation of persons and property 
within Its own Jurisdiction, unless restrained by valid contract, or unless what Is done 
amounts to a regulation of foreign or Interstate commerce, such power Is not without limit ; 
and that, ''under pretense of regulating fares and freights, the state cannot require a railroad 
corporation to carry persons or property without reward; neither can It do that which In law 
amounts to a taking of private property for public use without just compensation, or with- 
out due process of law." Ballroad Commission Cases [Stone v. Farmers' Loan and T. Co.], 
116 U. S., 807, 885, 331 [89: 636, 642, 644]. This principle was recognised In Dow v. Beldelman, 125 
U. S., 680, 689 [31: 841, 844, 8 Inters. Com. Bep. 56], and has been reaffirmed In other cases. In 
Georgia B. A Banking Company v. Smith, 128 U. S. 174, 179 [38: 377, 380], It was said that the 
power of the state to prescribe the charges of a railroad company for the carriage of persons 
and merchandise within Its limits— In the absence of any provision In the charter of the com- 
pany constituting a contract vesting It with authority over those matters— was "subject to 
the limitation that the carriage Is not required without reward, or upon conditions amount- 
ing to the taking of property for public use without just compensation; and that what Is done 
does not amount to a regulation of foreign or Interstate commerce." In Chicago, M. & St. 
Paul Ballway Company v. Mlanesota [Chicago, M. A St. P. B. Company v. Minnesota Ballroad 
and W. Commission], 134 U. S., 418, 458 [38: 970. 982, 8 Inters. Com. Bep., 209], It was said: " If the 
company Is deprived of the power of charging reasonable rates for the use of Its property, and 
such deprivation takes place In the absence of an Investigation by judicial machinery, It Is 
deprived of the lawful use of Its property, and thus, In substance and effect, of the property 
Itself, without due process of law and In violation of the constitution of the United States; 
and In so far as It Is thus deprived, while other persons are permitted to receive reasonable 
profits upon their Invested capital, the company Is deprived of the equal protection of the 
laws " In Chicago Sl G. T. Ballway Co. v. Wellman, 143 U. S., 339, 344 [86: 176, 179], the court In 
answer to the suggestion that the legislature had no authority to prescribe maximum rates 
for rallro>id transportation, said that " the legislature has power to fix rates, and the extent 
of judicial Interference Is protection against unreasonable rates." In Budd v. New fork, 143 
U. S , 517 [36: 247, 4 Inters. Com. Bep., 43], the court, while sustaining the power of New York 
by statute to regulate charges to be exacted at grain elevators and warehouses In that states 
took care to state, as a result of former declsloos, that such power was not one "to destroy or 
a power to compel the dolog of the services without reward, or to take private property fur 
public use without just compensation or without due process of law." 

In Beagan v. Farmers Loan and Trust Co. (No. 1), 154 U. S.,362, 399 [38: 1014, 1024, 4 Inters. 
Com. Bep., 660], which Involved the validity of certain rates for freights and passengers pre- 
scribed by a railroad commission established by an act of the legislature of Texas, this court, 
after referring to the above cases, said: "These cases all support the proposition that while 
it Is not the province of the courts to enter upon the merely administrative duty of framing 
a tariff of rates for carriage, It Is within the scope of judicial power and a part of judicial 
duty to restrain anything which, In the form of a regulation of rates, operates to deny to the 
owners of property Invested In the business of transportation that equal protection which la 
the constitutional right of all owners of other property. There Is nothing new or strange in 
this. It has always been a part of the judicial function to determine whether the act of one 
party whether that party be a single Individual, an organlz 3d body, or the public as a whole, 
operates to divest the other party of any rights of person or property. In every constitu- 
tion Is the guarantee against the taking of private property for public purposes without just 
compensation. The equal protection of the laws which, by the fourteenth amendment, no 
state can deny to the Individual, forbids legislation. In whatever form It may be enacted, by 
which the property of one Individual Is, without compensation, wrested from him for the ben- 
efit of another, or of the public This, as has been often observed, 1« a government of law, and 
not a government of men, and It must never be forgotten that under such a government, with 
Its constitutional limitations and guaranties, the forms of law and the machinery of govern- 
ment, with all their reach and power, must In their actual workings stop on the hither side 
of the unnecessary and uncompensated taking or destruction of any private property, legally 
acquired and legally held. It was, therefore, within the competency of the circuit court of 
the United States for the western district of Texas, at the instance of the plaintiff, a citizen 
of another state, to enter upon an inquiry as to tha reasonableness and justice of the rates 
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prescribed by the railroad commission. Indeed, it was In so doing, only exercising a power 
expressly named in the act creating the commission.*' 

So in St. Louis & San Francisco Railway Oo. v. Gill, 156 U. S., 6i9, 667 [39: 667, 670], it was 
said that *' there is a remedy in the courts for relief against legislation establishing a tariff 
of rates which is so unreasonable as to practically destroy the value of property of compa- 
nies engaged in the carrying business, and that especially may the courts of the United 
States treat such a question as a Judicial one, and hold such acts of legislation to be in con- 
flict with the constitution of the United States, as depriving the companies of their property 
without due process of law, and as depriving them of the equal protection of the laws." In 
Oovington & Lexington Turnpike Road Oo. v. Sanford, 164 U S., 678, 584, 694, 596, 697 L41: 560, 56S, 
566, 567], which involved the validity of a state enactment prescribing rates of toll on a turn- 
pike road, the court said: "A statute which, by its necessary operation, compels a turnpike 
company, when charging only such tolls as are just to the public, to submit to such further 
reduction of rates as will prevent it from keeping its road in proper repair and from earning 
any dividends whatever for stockholders, is as obnoxious to the constitution of the United 
States as would be a similar statute relating to the business of a railroad corporation having 
authority, under its charter, to collect and receive tolls for passengers and freight." And in 
Ohicago, Burlington *& Q Railroad Oo. v. Ohicago, 166 U. S , 286, 241 [41: 979. 986], it was held 
that ** a Judgment of a state court, even if it be authorized by statute, wheireby private prop- 
erty is taken by the state or under its direction for public use, without compensation made 
or secured to the owner, is upon principle and authority, wanting In the due process of law 
required by the fourteenth amendment of the constitution of the United States, and the 
affirmance of such Judgment by the highest court of the state is a denial by that state of a 
right secured to the owner by that instrument." 

In view of the adjudications these principles must be regarded as settled. 

1. A railroad corporation is a person within the meaning of the fourteenth amendment 
declaring that no state shall deprive any person of property wlthoat due process of law, nor 
deny to any person within its Jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

8. A state enactment, or regulations made under the authority of a state enactment, 
establishing rates for the transportation of persons or property by railroad that will not 
admit of the carrier earning such compensation as under all the circumstances is just to it 
and to the public, would deprive such carrier of its property without due process of law, and 
deny to it the equal protection of the lawd, and would therefore be; repugnant 'to 'the four- 
teenth amendment of the constitution of the United States. 

3. While rates for the transportation of persons and property within the limits of a state 
are primarily for its determination, the question whether they are so unreasonably low as to 
deprive the carrier of its property without such compensation as the constitution secures, 
and therefore without due process of law, cannot be so conclusively determined by the legis- 
lature of the state, or by regulations adopted under its authority, that the matter may not 
become the subject of Judicial inquiry. 

The cases before us directly pres snt the important question last stated. 

Before entering upon its examination, it may be observed that the grant to the legislature 
in the constitution of Nebraska of the power to establish maximum rates for the transporta- 
tion of passengers and freight on railroads in that state has reference to "reasonable" 
maximum rates. These words strongly imply that it was not intended to give a power to fix 
maximum rates without regard to their reasonableness. Be this as it may, it cannot be 
admitted that the power granted may be exerted in derogation of rights secured by the con- 
stitution of the United States, or that the judiciary may not, when its jurisdiction is properly 
Invoked, protect those rights. 

What are the considerations to which weight must be given when we seek to ascertain the 
compensation that a railroad company is entitled to receive, and a prohibition upon the 
receiving of which may be fairly deemed a deprivation by legislative decree of property with- 
out due process of law? Undoubtedly that question could be more easily determined by a 
commission composed of persons whose special skill, observation and experience qualify them 
to so handle great problems of transportation as to do justice both to the public and to those 
whose money has been used to construct and maintain highways for the convenience and 
benefit of the people. But, despite the difficulties that confessedly attend the proper solution 
of such questions, the court cannot shrink from the duty to determine whether it be true, as 
alleged, that the Nebraska statute invades or destroys rights secured by the supreme law of 
the land. No one, we take it, will contend that a state enactment is in harmony with that 
law simply because the legislature of the state has declared such to be the case; for that 
would make the state legislature the final judge of the validity of its enactment, although 
the constitution of the United States and the laws made in pursuance thereof are the supreme 
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law of the land, anythlDg In the constitution or laws of any state to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Article 6. The idea that any legislature, state or federal, can conclusively determine for 
the people and for the courts that what it enacts in the form of law, or what it authorizes its 
agents to do, is consistent with the fundamental law, is in opposition to the theory of our 
institutions. The duty rests upon all courts, federal and state, when their Jurisdiction ia 
properly invoked, to see to it that no right secured by the supreme law of the land is impaired 
or destroyed by legislation. This function and duty of the judiciary distinguishes tn& 
American system from all other systems of government. The perpetuity of our institutions 
and the liberty which is enjoyed under them depend, in no small degree, upon the power given 
the Judiciary to declare null and void all legislation that is clearly repugnant to the supreme 
law of the land. 

We turn now to the evidence in the voluminous record before us for the purpose of ascer- 
taining whether— looking at the cases in the light of the facts as they existed when the 
decrees were rendered— the Nebraska statute, if enforced, would by its necessary > operation, 
have deprived the companies, whose stockholders and bondholders here complain, of the right 
to obtain Just compensation for the services rendered by them. 

The fitst and most important contention of the plaintiffs is that, if the statute had been in 
force during any one of the three ye%rs preceding its passage, the defendant companies would 
have been compelled to use their property for the public substantially without 'reward or 
without the Just compensation to which it was entitled. We think this mode of calculation, 
for ascertaining the probable effect of the Nebraska statute upon the railroad companies in 
question is one that may be properly used. 

The conclusion reached by the circuit court was that the reduction made by the Nebraska- 
statute in the rates for local freight was so unjust and unreasonable as to require a decree 
staying the enforcement of such rates against the companies named in the bill. Ames v. 
Union Pacific By. Go., 61 Fed. Bep , 165, 189. That conclusion was based largely upon the figurea 
presented by Mr. Dil worth, while he was secretary of the state board of transportation, as 
well as a defendant and one of the solicitors of the defendants in these causes. He was & 
principal witness for the board. His general -fairness and his competency to speak of the 
facts upon which the question before us depends are apparent on the record. He stated that 
the average reduction made by the statute on all the "commodities of local rates '* was 29 50 
per cent; and this estimate seems to have been accepted by the parties as correct. He 
estimated that the percentage of operating expenses on local business would exceed the per- 
centage of operating expenses on all business by at least 10 per cent, and that it might 
go as high as 30 per cent, or higher. And this view is more than sustained by the evidence of 
witnesses possessing special knowledge of railroad transportation and of the cost of doing 
loclkl business as compared with what is called through business. Indeed, one of those wit- 
nesses states that the cost of carrying local freight is four times as much as the cost of 
through freight per ton per mile; another, that the cost of the short haul is "reasonably 
double the long haul." If due regard be had to the testimony— and we have no other basia 
for our Judgment— we are not permitted to place the extra cost of local business at less than 
10 per cent greater than the percentage of the cost of all business. 

In answer to questions propounded to him by the defendants constituting the state board 
of transportation, Mr. Dil worth stated that he had prepared himself with an estimate showing 
the number of tons of freight, commonly spoken of as local freight, hauled on the respective 
railways in Nebraska, and the amomnt received by the railway companies by way of tariff on 
tons of freight hauled, including through as well as local freight, and was qualified to speak 
as to the amount received by the companies for both passengers and freight within the state» 
and the deduction that would take place in rates under the statute in question. He presented 
various tables showing the results of his investigations. One Is known as exhibit 4, and 
is an "estimate of local business, and the effect of house roll 33" on the Burlington, St. Paul 
Fremont, Union Pacific, Omaha, St- Joseph and Kansas Oity companies, for the year 1892. 
Another is called exhibit 19, and is a like estimate in respect of the same companies for the 
years 1891 and 1893. Another is known as exhibit 20, and shows " tons carried, tonnage per 
mile, and percentage of expenses for the years ending June 30, 1891, 1893 and 1803 (Nebraska).'* 
These exhibits are as follows; 
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It may be here stated that the words In these exhibits, " anmber of tons hauled locally," 
reCer to freight that started and ended In the ktate; the words In eihlblt 1, " amount received 
tor Irelgbt hauled In Nebraska. Including through and local," and the like words In exhibit 
19, refer not only to freight starting and ending In Ihe state, bnt to all freight hauled by 
the railroad company In Nebraska, regardless of Its destlnatlouororlgln— that Is, "freight 
Ihat begins In the state and goes out of the state, freight that begins out of the state and 
comes Into the state, and freight which begins and ends In the state." The words, " per cent 

the percentage of the total amount of all business, passenger and freight, done In the state' 
whatever Its origin or destination, and do not indicate the percentage of redaction on local 
business when considered aloue. It should be stated also that the words, " percentage Ol 
expenses to earnings." In exhibit 30. refer to all business, through and local, done by the rail. 
road company within the state. Hr. Dllworth, as we have seen, testified that If the local 
business alone were considered, the percentage of expenses to earnings upon snch bnBtness 
would be at least 10 per cent more than the general percentage of expenses to earnings on all 
business, both through and local. It Is Important here to note that bis estimates are ot bnil' 
nesB from July 1st to the succeeding June 30th. Bo that when allusion I9 made presently to 
his estimates tor 1891, 1893, and 1893, It will be understood to refer to the years mdfnfl the 30th 
days of June. I89I. 1893. and 18G3 respectively. 

From July 1. 1890, to June 30, 1891. as shown by exhibit 20, the percentage of expenses to 
earnings on all business on the Burlington road was flS 21; on the St. Pani road, 70.T8i On the 
Fremont road, 19 BTi on the Dnlon Pacific road, 08.91; on the Omaha road, ISa.iSi on the Bt. 
Joseph road. 9811: and on the Kansas Olty road, 99 51. 

From July 1, 1891, to June 30, 1892, aa shown by the same exhibit, the percentage of expenses 
to earnings on all business on the Burlington road was 81.23; on the St. Paul road, 85.98; on the 
Fremont road, 7071; on the Union Pacific road, 50.11; on the Omaha road, S3.1S; ou the St. 
Joseph load. 83.05; and on the Kansas Olty road. 79.19: and, 

From July 1, 1892, to June 30, 1813, as shown by the aameexhibit, the percentAgeof expenses 
to earnings on all business on the Burlington road was 85.61; on the St. Paul road, 01.58) on the 
Fremont road, 63.68; on the Dnlon Pacific road. 58.51: on the Omaha road, 91.11 j On the St. 
Joseph rood, 71.291 and on the Kansas Olty road, 18.50. 
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In view of the reduction of 29.50 in rates prescribed by the statute and of the extra cost of 
doing local business, as compared with other business, what do these facts show? 

Take the case of the Burlington road from July 1, 1890, to June ao, 1801. Looking at the 
entire business done on it during that period within the limits of the state, we find that the 
percentage of operating expenses to earnings on all business— which, as stated, does not 
include the extra cost of local business— was 66.84. Add to this the extra cost of local busi- 
ness estimated at least 10 per cent, and the result is that, under the rates charged during 
period stated, the cost to the Burlington company of earning $100 would have been $76.84. 
Now, if the reduction of 20H per cent made by the act of 1893 had been in force prior to July 
1, 1891, the company would have received $70.60 as against $100 for the same services, showing 
that in that year the operating expenses would have exceeded the earnings' by r$5.74 in every 
$100 of the amount actually received by it. 

By like calculations, it will appear that each of the railroad companies would have con- 
ducted their local business at a loss during the periods stated, except that In the year ending 
June 30, 1891, and in the year ending June 80, 1893, the earnings of the Fremont company, and 
in the years ending the 30th days of June, 1898 and 1893, respectively, the earnings of the 
Union Pacific company, would have slightly exceeded their operating expenses. 

Under the rates prescribed by the act of 189B the cost to the respective companies of local 
business in Nebraska would have exceeded the earnings for the years ending June 80, 1891, 
1898 and 1893, respectively, in every $100 of the amount actually received, as follows: To the 
Burlington company, by $5.74, $8.73, and $5.01; to the St. Paul company, by $10.88, $5 46, and 
$4.06; to the Omaha company, ^.76, $88.68, and $83.64; to the St. Joseph company, by 136.94, 
$13.73, and $1.56; and to the Kansas Olty company, by $39.04, $14.69, and $16. The cost to the 
Union Pacific company for the year ending June 30, 1891, of its local business, under the rates 
prescribed by the statute of 1893, would have caused a loss of $8.44 in every $100 of the amount 
actually received. 

In order to show these results at a glance the following table is inserted iupon the basis of 
one hundred as representing the amounts actually charged and received by the respective 
railroad companies for the years given: 



NAMB. 



Burlington company 

St. Paul company 

Fremont company 

Union Pacific company 

Omaha company 

Bt. Joseph company .... 
Kansas Olty company . 



1891. 



Burlington company . . . 

St. Pam company 

Fremont company 

Union Pacific company 

Omaha company 

St. Joseph company 

Kansas Olty company.. 



1898. 



1893. 

Burlington company 

St. Paul company 

Fremont company 

Union Pacific company 

Omaha company i 

St. Joseph company 

Kansas Olty company 



1 1 


*-• .£ 


^ 


1 «i4 




12'S 


OS 


o S 


oo 




S3 






"^i? 




ost by perc( 
age of all b 
ness 


Xtra cost 
local busin 


otal cost 
local busin 


arnings as 
ducea by ac 
1898. 


2 


O 


H 


H 


H 


66.84 


10 


76 84 


70.50 


5.74 


70.78 


10 


80.78 


70.50 


10.88 


49.87 


10 


59.87 


70 60 




68.94 


10 


78.94 


70.50 


8.44 


180.86 


10 


180.88 


70.50 


59 76 


96.44 


10 


]J)6.44 


70.50 


85.94 


90.64 


10 


109.54 


70.50 


89.04 


64.88 


10 


74.88 


70.50 


3.73 


65.96 


10 


75.96 


70.50 


5.46 


70.71 


10 


80.71 


70.50 


10.81 


66.44 


10 


66.44 


70.50 


• • ■ • • • • 


03.18 


10 


108.18 


70.50 


32.68 


74.83 


10 


84.88 


70.50 


13.73 


75.19 


10 


86.19 


70.50 


14.09 


65.61 


10 


75.51 


70.60 


5.01 


64.58 


10 


74.68 


70.50 


4.08 


53.66 


10 


68.66 


70.50 


• ■ • ■ • • • 


58.61 


10 


68.51 


70.60 




94.14 


10 


104.14 


10 50 


33.64 


68.06 


10 


78.05 


70.50 


1.55 


76.50 


10 


86.50 


70.50 


16.00 






10.68 



4.06 



6.84 
1.99 



There are other views of the case suggested by the above exhibits and table which show 
the same results. 

In the year ending June 30, 1891, under the rates then in force, the Burlington company 
received $1,066,871 for tons carried locally. If the business had been done under the rates 
prescribed by the act of 1893, it would have received 89H per cent less, that is, only $768,146, or 
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■lUiTtfl leu tbao It did receive. The iierceDtage of expenses to earnluga, ioclndbiB the extra 
coit of local builnew, waa 7«.U ; that 1b, It coat 1818,181 to earn tl.OW,aTl. Bo'tbat tbe difference 
between t81S,S8t and |IES,liS ahova that. [I the rates prescribed b; the statute of 189S had been 
In force daring the rear ending Jnne 30, 19SI, the amount received would have been less than 
the operating expenses of the Burlington company by t61,E3T. 

Dnilng the jroM ending Jane 30, 18«8, the same company received for tons carried locally 
t],13T,BBt. If the act of 1883 had been In force, It would have received, because of the reduced 
rates prescribed by that act, only ti>n,TOB— less by t3K,lT5 than It did reoelve. The percentage 
ot aipenses to earnings. Including tbe extra coat of local business, was Ti-SI; that Is, the 
|en,TO{l would have been earned at a cost of 1018,881. So that under the rates prescribed by 
the act of IBU the loss durlug the period named would have been flS.lTS. 

During the year ending June 80, ISOit, that company received tlMt,m for tons carried 
locally; wberetta, under the t»H per ceut reduction prescribed by tbe statute of that year. It 
would have received only tSn,Mt: that Is, less by IUB,E>1S than It did receive. The percentage 
•t Its eipeoses to earnings in that year, Inclodiug tbe extra coet of local business, was T5.GI ; 
that Is, und«r the natatory rates, t8TB.9as would have been earned at a costrof taxajtl, wblcb 
would have been a loss ot IRMt. 

By the same mod* of calculation, it will be found that It the statute of 1803 had been 
enforced during the years ending the aoth days of Jane, 1801, 18tB, and 1893, respectively, the 
other companies would have lost, that is, their expenses would have exceeded their earnings 
during those years by, the following amounts: Tbe St. Paul company. fU.lOS, 10,711, and|fi,B14i 
the rremont company. IM,tTT, for the year «ndlng Jnne 9D, IsaSi tbe Union Pacific company. 
tntlC tor the year ending Jnne K, 1891; the Omaha company. tItUW, tKau, and tBI.DSB: tbe 
St. Josaph eompaDy, S7.e«D, tU6«. and |5Sli and tbe Kansas Oitj company, ttjm, (071, and 
■1.U4: while the earulBRaot the Union Pacific company would haveexceedad Its expenses for 
the yean ending tbe »th days ot Jane, IBM and 18al respectively, by 110,110 and t8,Ki4: and 
theae ot the FMmOBt company by |3T,oai and tSB,fln tor the years ending the lOth days ot Jnne, 
1801 and 1M& reapectlTely. 

These reaulta will be seen In the following table, baaed niioo fche above exhibits, and 
aasnmlui that 10 per cant was the very low«at amount otthe extra coat ot business beginning 
and andlng In the state: 
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agent as well as auditor of the BurllDgton road in Nebraska, on his first examination as a 
witness. He then stated that the earnings of the company for the year 1892— meaning for 
the year beginning January 1, 1898— upon freight starting and ending within the state were 
^,863,086.59, and that the operating expenses, including taxes, on that business were 1972,188. TO. 
These figures, counsel say, show that " there was a clear profit over operating expenses. 
Including taxes, of nearly 100 per cent on the local business of the Burlington company in 
1898.'* But counsel overlook the fact that, upon his second examination, Mr. Randall stated 
that his first figures were not correct, and that the operating expenses on local business in 
1898 were $1,221,748.84, and not $978,183.70. This agrees with the figures given by Mr. Taylor, 
another auditor of the Burlington company. Now, if the act of 1893 had been in force during 
1892, the earnings in the latter year, $1,863,036.59, would have been reduced by 29H per cent, 
that is, by $546,646.79, leaving $1,306,390.80 as the total receipts on ]ocal business, which, after 
deducting operating expenses, $1,221,748.84, would leave a profit of $84,567.97. If, as counsel for 
appellees contend, 10 per cent be added as the extra cost of local business, the result would 
■how an actual loss on that business during the whole of 1892. But if that mode of calcula- 
tion be not adopted, the utmost that can said to be established by the evidence of Taylor and 
Randall would be that if the rates fixed by the act of 1898 had been in force during 1898, the 
company would have received on local business, in the latter year, $84,647.96 over and above 
operating expenses, or a little over 6 per cent of the amount of those expenses. The differ- 
ence between the figures of Dilworth and Taylor and Randall, as to the earnings of the Bur- 
lington company, arises, so far as we can perceive, from the fact that their calculations cover 
different periods. Dilworth gave the earnings from July 1, 1801, to June 30, 1892, and speaks 
of them as the earnings of 1898, while Taylor and Randall gave the earnings from January 1, 
1808, to December 31, 1898. There may have been an unusual amount of business during the 
last six months of 1898 embraced in the estimates of Taylor and Randall, and not embraced 
by Dilworth's estimates. ■ We cannot, therefore, say that the testimony of Taylor and Ran- 
dall overthrows the estimates of Dilworth. 

It is said by the appellants that the local rates established by the Nebraska statute are 
much higher than in the state of Iowa, and that fact shows that the Nebraska rates are rea- 
sonable. This contention was thus met by the circuit court: *' It is, however, urged by the 
defendants that, in the general tariffs of these companies, there is an inequality; that the 
rates in Nebraska are higher than those in adjoining states; and that the reduction by 
house roll 33 simply establishes an equality between Nebraska and other states through 
which the roads run. The question is asked, ' Are not the people of Nebraska entitled to as 
cheap rates as the people of Iowa?* Of course, relatively, they are. That is, the roads may 
not discriminate against the people of any one state. * * * [But they are not 

necessarily bound to give absolutely the same rates to the people of all the states], for the 
kind and amount of business, and the cost thereof, are factors which determine largely the 
question of rates, and these vary in the several states. The volume of business in one state 
may be greater per mile, while the cost of construction and maintenance is less. Hence, to 
enforce the same rates in both states might result in one great injustice, while in the other 
It would only be reasonable and fair. Oomparisons, therefore, between the rates of two 
states, are of little value, unless all of the elements that enter into the problem are pre- 
sented. It may be true, as testified by some of the witnesses, that the existing local rates in 
Nebraska are 40 per cent higher than similar rates in the state of Iowa. But it is also true 
that the mileage earnings in Iowa are greater than in Nebraska. In Iowa there are 230 
people to each mile of railroad, while in Nebraska there are but 190; and, as a general rule i 
the more people there are the more business there is. Hence, a mere difference between the 
rates in two states is of comparatively little significance.'* 64 Fed. Rep., 165. In these views 
we concur, and it is unnecessary to add anything to what was said by the circuit court on 
this point. 

It is further said, in behalf of the appellants, that the- reasonableness of the rates 
established by the Nebraska statute is not to be determined by the inquiry whether such 
rates would leave a reasonable net profit from the local business affected thereby, but that 
the court should take into consideration, among other things, the whole business of the com- 
pany, that is, all its business, passenger and freight, interstate and domestic. If it be found 
upon investigation that the profits derived by a railroad company from its interstate busi- 
ness alobe are sufficient to cover operating expenses on its entire line, and also to meet 
Interest, and justify a liberal dividend upon its stock, may the legislature prescribe rates for 
domestic business that would bring no reward and be less tlian the services rendered are 
reasonably worth? Or, must the rates for such transportation as begins and ends in the 
state be established with reference solely to the amount of business done by the carrier 
wholly within such state, to the cost of doing^such local business, and to the fair value of the 
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property used In conducting It, without taking into consideration the amount and cost of its 
interstate business, and the value of the property employed in it? If we do not misappre- 
hend counsel, their argument leads to the conclusion that the state of Nebraska could 
legally require local freight business to be conducted even at an actual loss, if the company 
earned on its interstate business enough to give it just compensation in respect of its entire 
line and all its business, interstate and domestic. We cannot concur in this yiew. In our 
Judgment, it must be held that the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates prescribed 
by a state for the transportation of persons and property wholly within its limits must be 
determined without reference to the interstate business done by the carrier, or to the profits 
derived from it. The state cannot Justify unreasonably low rates for domestic transporta- 
tion, considered alone, upon the ground that the carrier is earning large profits on its inter- 
state business, over which, so far as rates are concerned, the state has no control. Nor can 
the carrier justify unreasonably high rates on domestic business upon the ground that it 
will be able only in that way to meet losses on its interstate business. So far as rates of 
transportation are concerned, domestic business should not be made to bear the losses 
on interstate business, nor the latter the losses on domestic business. It is only rates for 
the transportation of persons and property between points within the state that the state 
can prescribe; and when it undertakes to prescribe rates not to be exceeded by the carrier, 
it must do so with reference exclusively to what is Just and reasonable, as between the 
carrier and the public, in respect of domestic business. The argument that a railroad line 
is an entirety, that its income goes into, and its expenses are provided for out of, a com- 
mon fund ; and that its capitalization is on its entire line, within and without the state, 
can have no application where the state is without authority over rates on its entire line, 
and can only deal with local rates and make such regulations as are necessary to give Just 
compensation on local business. 

Touching the suggestion that theSreduction on rates made by the state law was reason- 
able, if regard be had to all the business, through and local, done in the state by the railroad 
companies, the circuit court said: 

" But again, as Mr. Dilworth testified, the average reduction on local rates caused by 
house roll 33 is 29H per cent. The tariff which was in force at the time of the passage of this 
act had been for some three or more years fixed by the voluntary action of the railroad com- 
• panics, and the reduction of S9H per cent was from its rates. It must be remembered that 
these roads are competing roads, that competition tends to a reduction of rates, sometimes, 
as the history of the country has shown, below that which affords any remuneration to those 
who own the property. Oan it be possible that any business so carried on can suffer a reduc- 
tion of 89)4 per cent in its receipts without ruin? What would any business man, engaged in 
any business of a private character, think of a compulsory reduction of his receipts to the 
amount of 29H per cent? The effect of this testimony is not destroyed by the table offered of 
the percentage of reduction on the total amount of business done by these companies in the 
state as follows: 

B. &M. B 4.8 per cent 

0.. St. P., M. & O 4.5 percent 

F., E. &M. V 4.1 per cent 

Union Pacific 8.0 per cent 

O. &B. V 1.9 per cent 

St. J. & G.I : 8.7 per cent 

E. C. & O 1.0 per cent 

m 

" For such table indicates, as is further shown by defendant's exhibit 4, how small a pro- 
portion of the total amount of business done in the state comes from purely local freight. 
Nor is it weakened by any comparison between the amount of reduction and the total receipts 
from all business. It may be as stated by counsel, that the annual earnings of the Chicago, 
Burlington A Quincy company are $87,916,128, and that the total amount of reduction caused 
by this house roll 88 is only $365,175. It may be that the capital stock of the company is 
$76,407,500, and that $365,175 distributed among the stockholders may not be, for any of them, a 
great sum; but the entire earnings of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy railroad are more 
than twenty times the receipts from local freight in Nebraska, and to reduce such earnings 
by twenty times $366,175 would make a startling difference in their amount. The fact that 
the state of Nebraska can reach only one-twentieth of the total earnings gives it no greater 
right to make a reduction in respect to that one-twentieth, than it would have, had it the 
power over the total earnings, and attempted in them a like per cent of reduction. If it 
would be unreasonable to reduce the total earnings of these roads 89H per cent, it is, prima 
*acie at least, equally unreasonable to so reduce any single fractional part of such earnings.** 
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It appears, from what has been said, that If the rates prescribed by the act of 1893 had 
been In force during the years ending June 30, 1891, 1892, and 1893, the Fremont company, In the 
years ending June 30, 1891, and June 80, 1893, and the Union Pacific company. In the years 
ending June 30, 1898, and June 30, 1893, would each have received more than enough to pay 
operating expenses. Do those facts aif ect the general conclusion as to the probable effect of 
the act of 1893? In the discussion of this question, the plaintiffs contended that a railroad 
company Is entitled to exact such charges for transportation as will enable it, at all times, 
not only to pay operating expenses, but also to meet the Interest regularly accruing upon all 
Its outstanding obligations, and justify a dividend upon all Its stock; and that to prohibit It 
from maintaining rates or charges for transportation adequate to oU those ends will deprive 
It of Its property without due process of law, and deny to it the equal protection of the laws. 
This contention was the subject of elaborate discussion; and, as It bears upon eacb case In Its 
Important aspects. It should not be passed without examination. 

In our opinion, the broad proposition advanced by counsel Involves some misconception 
of the relations between the public and a railroad corporation. It Is unsound In that It prac- 
tically excludes from consideration the fair value of the property used, omits altogether any 
consideration of the right of the public to be exempt from unreasonable exactloos, and makes 
the Interests of the cori>oratlon maintaining a public highway the sole test In determining 
whether the rates established by or for It are such as may be rightfully prescribed as between 
It and the public. A railroad Is a public highway, and none the less so because constructed 
and maintained through the agency of a corporation deriving Its existence and powers from 
the state. Such a corporation was created for public purposes. It performs a function of the 
state. Its authority to exercise the right of eminent domain and to charge tolls was given 
primarily for the benefit of the public. It is therefore under government control, subject, of 
course, to the constitutional guaranties for the protection of its property. Olcott v. Fond du 
Lac County Supervisors, 83 U. B., 16 Wall., 678, 694 [21: 382, 388]; Sinking Fund Oases [Union P. B. 
Ck>. V. United States], 99 U. S., 700, 719 [26:496, 601] ; Cherokee Nation v. Southern Kansas Railway 
Co., 135 U. S., 641, 657 [34: 295, 302] . It cannot, therefore, be admitted that a railroad corporation 
maintaining a highway under the authority of the state may fix its rates with a view solely 
to It^ own Interests, and Ignore the rights of the public. But the rights of the public would 
be Ignored if rates for the transportation of persons or property on a railroad are exacted 
without reference to the fair value of the property used for the public or the fair value of 
the services rendered, but in order simply that the corporation may meet operating expenses, 
pay the interest on Its obligations, and declare a dividend to stockholders. 

If a railroad corporation has bonded Its property for an amount that exceeds Its fair 
value, or if Its capitalization Is largely fictitious, it may not Impose upon the public the bur- 
den of such Increased rates as may be required for the purpose of realizing profits upon such 
excessive valuation or fictitious capitalization; and the apparent value of the property and 
franchises used by the corporation, as represented by its stocks, bonds and obligations, la 
not alone to be considered when determining the rates that may be reasonably charged. 
What was said in Covington & L. Turnpike Co. v, Banford, 164 U. S., 578, 596, 597 [41: 560, 566, 567], 
Is pertinent to the question under consideration. It was there observed: " It cannot be said 
that a corporation is entitled, as of right, and without reference to the interests of the pub- 
lic, to realize a given per cent upon its capital stock. When the question arises whether the 
legislature has exceeded Its constitutional power in prescribing rates to be charged by a cor- 
poration controlling a public highway, stockholders are not the only persons whose rights or 
Interests are to be considered. The rights of the public are not to be Ignored. It is alleged 
here that the rates prescribed are unreasonable and unjust to the company and Its stock- 
holders. But that Involves an inquiry as to what is reasonable and just for the public. * * 
* The public cannot properly be subjected to unreasonable rates in order simply that stock- 
holders may earn dividends. The legislature has the authority, in every case where its 
power has not been restrained by contract, to proceed upon the ground that the public may 
not rightfully be required to submit to unreasonable exactions for the use of a public high- 
way established and maintained under legislative authority. If a corporation cannot main* 
tain such a highway and earn dividends for stockholders, it is a misfortune for it and them 
which the constitution does not require to be remedied by imposing unjust burdens upon the 
public Bo that the right of the public to use the defendant's turnpike upon payment of such 
tolls as in view of the nature and value of the service rendered by the company are reasona- 
ble Is an element in the general inquiry whether the rates established by law are unjust and 
unreasonable." 

A corporation maintaining a public highway, although It owns the property it employs 
for accomplishing public objects, must be held to have accepted its rights, privileges, and 
franchises subject to the condition that the government creating it, or the government 
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within whose limits it condncts its business, may by legislation protect the people against 
unreasonable charges for the services rendered by it. It (Sannot be assumed that any railroad 
corporation accepting f ranchises,rights and privileges at the hands of the publlcever supposed 
that it acquired or that It was intended to grant to it, the power to construct and maintain a 
public highway simply for its benefit, without regard to the rights of the public. But it is 
equally true that the corporation performing such public services and the people financially 
interested in its business and affairs, have rights that may not be invaded by legislative enact- 
ment in disregard of the fundamental guaranties for the protection of proiierty. The cor- 
poration may not be required to use its property for the benefit of the public without receiving 
just compensation for the services rendered by it. How such compensation may be ascer- 
tained, and what are the necessary elements in such an inquiry, will always be an embar- 
rassing question. As said in the case last cited: ** Each case must depend upon its special 
facts; and when a court, without assuming itself to prescribe rates, is required to determine 
whether the rates prescribed by the legislature for a corporation controlling a public high- 
way are, as an entirety, so unjust as to destroy the value of its property for all the purposes 
for which it was acquired. Its duty is to take into consideration the interests both of the pub- 
lic and of the owner of the property, together with all other circumstances that are fairly to 
be considered in determining whether the legislature has, under the guise of regulating 
rates, exceeded its constitutional authority, and practically deprived the owner of property 
without due process of law. * * * The utmost that any corporation, operating a public 
highway, can rightfully demand at the hands of the legislature when exerting its general 
powers is that it receive what, under all the circumstances, is such compensation for the use 
of its property as will be just both to It and to the public.** 

We hold, however, that the basis of all calculations as to the reasonableness of rates to 
be charged by a corporation maintaining a highway under legislative sanction must be the 
fair value of the property being used by it for the convenience of the public. And, in order 
to ascertain that value, the original cost of construction, the amount expended in permanent 
improvements, the amount and market value of its bonds and stock, the present as compared 
with the original cost of construction, the probable earning capacity of the property under 
particular rates prescribed by statute, and the sum required to meet operating expenses, are 
all matters for consideration, and are to be given such weight as may be just and right in 
each case. We do not say that there may not be other matters to be regarded in estimating 
the value of the property. What the company is entitled to ask is a fair return upon the 
value of that which it employs for the public convenience. On the other hand, what the pub' 
lie is entitled to demand is that no more be exacted from it for the use of a public highway 
than the services rendered by It are reasonably worth. But even upon this basis, and deter- 
mining the probable effect of the act of 1803 by ascertaining what could have been its effect 
if it had been in operation during the three years immediately preceding its passage, we per- 
ceive no ground on the record for reversing the decree of the circuit court. On the contrary, 
we are of opinion that as to most of the companies in question there would have been, under 
such rates as were established by the act of 1893, an actual loss in each of the years endinsr 
Jane 30, 1891, 1892, and 1893; and that. In the exceptional cases above stated, when two of the 
companies would have earned something above operating expenses, in particular years, the 
receipts or gains, above operating expenses, would have been too small to affect the general 
conclusion that the act, if enforced, would have deprived each of the railroad companies 
Involved in these suits of the just compensation secured to them by the constitution. Under 
the evidence there is no ground for saying that the operating expenses of any of the compa- 
nies were greater than necessary. 

In concluding this opinion, it may not be Inappropriate to say that the conclusions 
reached by us as to the effect of the Nebraska statute find some support In the report of 
the board of secretaries of the Nebraska board of transportation made in September, 1891, to 
the board itself, and signed by Mr. Dllworth and his colleagues. That report was made pur- 
suant to a resolution of the board requiring the secretaries to prepare a statement of facts in 
reference to the rates of transportation in Nebraska. It contains a brief history of what it 
characterizes as " the controversy on the question of freight rates between the people and the 
railroads of the state," and embodies such facts, figures and arguments as the secretaries 
gathered from both sides. The report says: **The present <Dontroversy between the people 
and the railroads of this state originally grew out of the question, not of rates or reduction 
of rates, but of control. The people, recognizing the railroads as common carriers, not enti- 
tled under the state constitution to the same broad liberties of action in business that the 
individual citizen has, wanted to control the roads. The roads, impatient of interference, 
wanted to control themselves and manage the business in their own way.** It further states: 
*' We have given you in the foregoing a brief history of the rate matter as we have found it 
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and from that history and from the evidence and reports on file in our office we beg leave to 
sabmitln conclusion the following findings of fact: First, we find, from the evidence and 
sworn statements and reports on file in our office, and from personal inspection, that the rail- 
roads in this state oould not be duplicated for a less sum than $30,000 per mile, taking into 
consideration their equipments and depot and terminal facilities." Here follow a mass of 
figures and calculations, and the report concludes: ** We further find that 1|he railroads are 
not in a condition to stand, nor do their earnings, figured on a basis cost of $30,000 per mile 
and not what they claim they cost, justify any cut in local rates of this state at the present 
time; and further, that a reduction in the local rates in this state would increase the through 
rates to market for our grain and would be a blow at the industry of the state. This last 
finding is fully established by the fact that the board of transportation reduced the local 
rates on hard coal fiO per cent, and yet the price to the consumer was not lowered nor the 
price at the mines raised, which shows conclusively that the through rate must have been 
raised. In submitting this report we have presented the facts and figures as we find them 
from evidence obtainable from sworn reports now on file la our office. A.nd we would respect- 
fully recommend that no action be taken that will in any way jeopardize the interests of the 
producers of Nebraska, but that all interests be protested in the fullest manner possible, as 
provided by the foregoing findings." 

To this report of the secretaries is appended the *' Findings of the Board," from which we 
make this extract: "After a careful and quite thorough investigation of the question of 
freight rates in Nebraska, which has occupied much time, and has taken a wide range, the 
state board of transportation has arrived at the conclusion that the rates now in force in this 
state cannot be generally reduced without doing violence to the business Interests of the 
state, and at the same time injuring the shipping and producing classes. We have come to 
this conclusion, not by taking the cost of construction and equipments, nor the amount of 
stock and bonds issued per mile, but by making our computations upon the basis of what It 
would cost to duplicate the property at the present time. It has been our endeavor to deal 
fairly and justly with the question, and in arriving at a conclusion we have been governed 
only by the evidence, statements and facts produced for our consideration. A candid exam- 
ination and comparison of the figures presented to ns in the unanimous report of the board 
of secretaries, in the opinion of this board, fully justifies the conclusion reached: That a 
general reduction of rates, as now in force over the state, is not practical at this time." 

So that we have the judgment of the state board of transportation, as constituted in 1891, 
that a general reduction of rates could not then have been made without injury to the busi- 
ness of the state, to say nothing of the interests of those whose means were invested in rail- 
road property. We are unable to find from the record before us that the situation in 
Nebraska had so changed in 1893 as to justify that being done in that year which It was not 
safe or just to do in 1891. 

But it may be added that the conditions of business, so far as railroad corporations are 
concerned, have probably changed for the better since the decree below, and that the rates 
prescribed by the statute of 1803 may now afford all the compensation to which the railroad 
companies in Nebraska are entitled as between them and the public. In anticipation, per- 
haps» of such a change of circumstances, and the exceptional character of the litigation, the 
circuit court wisely provided, in its final decree, that the defendants, members of the board 
of transportation, might, " when the circumstances have changed so that the rates fixed in 
the said act of 1808 shall yield to the said companies reasonable compensation for the services 
aforesaid," apply to the court, by bill or otherwise, as they might be advised, for a further 
order in that behalf. Of this provision of the final decree the state board of transportation, 
if so advised, can avail itself. In that event, if the circuit court finds that the present con- 
dition of business is such as to admit of the application of the statute to the railroad compa- 
nies in question without depriving them of just compensation, it will be its duty to discharge 
the injunction heretofore granted, and to make whatever order is necessary to remove any 
obstruction placed by the decrees in these cases in the way of the enforcement of the statute. 

Perceiving no error on the record in the light of the facts presented to the circuit court, 
the decree in each ease must he afflrmed. 

It is so ordered. 



248 TWENTY-FIRST ANNUAL REPORT OF THE 



DECISION OP CIRCUIT COURT OP UNITED STATES CON- 
CERNING RIGHTS OP LONG LINES IN CERTAIN 
CASES TO MEET THE SHORT LINE RATES 
BETWEEN COMPETITIVE POINTS. 



THE LONG AND SHORT HAUL CLAUSE. 



In the Oircait Oonrt of the United States for the Eastern District of Tennessee. 
The Interstate Oommerce Oommlssion ▼. The Bast Tennessee, Virginia & Georgia Railway 
Company et al. In equity, No. 884. 

(Argued December 18 and U, 1807. Decided February 8, 1808.) 

1. Section 4 of the act to regulate commerce provides, among other things, that " upon appH- 

cation to the eommisBion, common narrUrs mat/ in special cases, after irwestigation by the 
commission^ be authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances** The com- 
mission held that where carriers relied upon cbmpetition with other carriers subject 
to the act as justifying the greater charge for the shorter than the longer haul, they 
should, before putting in force such greater charge, make application to the commis- 
sion under this proviso, and on that ground further held that, in the absence of such 
application, It would not consider competition by carriers subject to the act: 

HeZd, (a). That, while this was error, it was immaterial, as the proceeding before the 
court was de novo and an independent suit; and, 

(b). That, if the court shall find upon the " whole body of the evidence," that the order of 
the commission was a lawful one and has been disobeyed, it is required to issue its 
mandatory process to compel the observance of the order, notwithstanding errors of 
law or fact committed by the commission in arriving at its conclusion. 

2. " The duty which the court owes .to the public is not less than that which it owes to the 

carrier," and while "railroad companies have a just right to insist that their interests 
and those of the stockholders should be considered, the just claims of the public, and 
espeeiaUy the relative rights of communities, must also be taken into account and pro- 
tected." 

3. " Railroads cover the country like a web, and the places where they meet and cross each 

other, and thus come in competition, are almost innumerable. If the fact of such 
competition is allowed to become a dominaiing factor in fixing the relative charges of 
transportation to the different places along the lines, those communities where there 
is no competition must be blighted by the disadvantage with which they are burdened, 
and the favored places grow prosperous in the sacrifice of others. With this as the 
rule in adjusting rates, it seems certain that the poor places must become poorer and 
more sparsely settled than ever." 
< The court "is very strongly inclined to the belief that the interests of the carrier would, 
in the long run, be better promoted by adhering more closely to the rules of the stat- 
ute, and public policy would also be advanced, not only in the encouragement which 
would thus be given to the distribution of commerce and population, but also in 
extending that equality of privilege which it is one of the prime objects of the act to 
regulate commerce to promote." 

5. " The scope of the commerce law is universal, and all the public in every part of the coun- 

try is entitled to enjoy its benefits; it is not a piece of shreds and patches, with larf^e 
rents for great mischiefs to flourish in." 

6. " Congress must have intended something unusual and peculiar, out of the ordinary course 

of business, as that which would create a substantial dissimilarity; otherwise the vast 
bulk of transportation would not be subject to the rule at all." 

7. " In the case of The Interstate Oommerce Oommlssion v. The Alabama Midland Railway 

Oompany (168 U. S., 144), the supreme court, while reaffirming the doctrine that compe- 
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tltion between railway carriers might and frequently ought to be considered In adjust- 
ing rates under the long and short haul clause, yet took pains to prevent the inference 
from its opinion that U Bhovld he regairded ae a eontrolXinif eonsfdefration" 

8. In the case of The Interstate Oommerce Oommission against The Alabama Midland Bail- 

way Company et al. (168 U. S., 144), this court does not understand the supreme court to 
• have held that "If the conditions and circumstances are not substantially similar, 
then the fourth section of the act does not apply and the carrier is not bound to regard 
it in the making of its tariffs.*' On the contrary, the conclusion which follows from 
that decision of the supreme court is "that when a violation of the long and short 
haul provision Is charged, competition is one of the elements which enter into the 
determination whether the conditions are similar, and if dissimilarity is found, then 
th€ further quetstion arises whether the dissimUlaritv is so great as to justify a discHminaMon 
which is eomplained of" 

9. " The restraint of section 4 Is to be applied upon the scale of comparison between dissimi- 

larity of conditions and the disparity of rates, and it is competent under that section 
to restrain the exaction of the greater charge for the shorter haul, although there may 
be a substantial dissimilarity of conditions, provided the dissimilarity is not so great 
as to justify the discrimination made.'* 

10. '* Oonoedlng that some allowance should be made for the conditions at Nashville, and 

that the rigor of the rule of the long and short haul clause of the fourth section should 
be moderated to some extent, the disproportion in rates in this case is too gross." 

11. " The long and short haul clause of section 4 is only one of the speeiffie provislohs employed 

for the general purpose of the act. The third section underlies the fourth and supplies the 
principles on which it rests; so thai** If under a literal construction section 4 does not 
apply, "the case would still be exposed to the third section, which forbids undue 
preference to one locality or the subjection of another to any undue disadvantage." 

12. " Bate making is the peculiar province of the carriers, and the railroad business of the 

country is coaducted by able men; but it is to be remembered that they are, as it is 
right to suppose, animated with the desire to promote the Interests of those whom 
they serve, and, in the absence of the other party, have everything their own way. It 
would be something not encountered or expected in other branches of business if they 
should assume a Judicial attitude toward those with whom their business has to be 
done, and so It is liable to happen that, in devising a scheme of rates to compensate 
for the moderate profits on some parts of their traffic which is affected by competi- 
tion, they may Impose heavier rates on other parties and at places where they are not 
so affected." 

13. The argument of counsel for the carriers is in effect that " the extent of the discrimination 

must be confided to the judgment of the railroad officials whose ability and experience 
best qualify them for the task." If this be so, " there Is nothing for the commission or 
the court to do but to take notice of the fact that the conditions are dissimilar and 
abandon all further Inquiry. It is fundamental that no such proposition as this can 
be admitted." 

14. " No test is given by the act for determining the extent or nature of the dissimilarity of 

conditions which will make it substantial, and the question is left to be determined in 
the first instance by the commission, and ultimately by the court, upon each case as 
it arises. This Is another and new instance of questions for which the law furnishes 
no definite test — for example, where negligence in the management of a railroad is 
Imputed and legal liability Is sought to be charged thereon." 

16. " It must happen that judges and juries who are called to decide such questions are much 
less familiar with' the details of the business and the requirements of railroad manage- 
ment than those who, from many years' experience, have become expert in such mat- 
ters; but there is a necessity that such questions be decided, and the courts and juries 
are delegated to decide them, however much of skill and experience may be involved 
in the controversy or the solution of It." 

16. " Congress has provided a oommission and charged It with the supervision of the conduct 
of railroad carriers, and with the duty of requiring and enforcing compliance with the 
rules and regulatious of the commerce law, and to secure judicial Inquiry and deter- 
mination of all questions between the commission and the carriers, jurisdiction was 
established in the circuit courts." In conferring this jurisdiction on the courts, 
" OongresB must be presumed to have understood that the courts would not be so adept 
as the carriers in the Intricacies of schedule-making and the adjustment of rates, but 
it nevertheless committed the ultimate power of determining right and justice in such 
matters to such measure of sound judgment, good sense, and just discrimination as it 
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assumed the courts might possess. To this the public* as well as the carriers, are 
undoubtedly entitled." 
7. *' The eharoes accepted for the lonoerhaui may be referred U> for the %mrpo8e of considering the 
rea»onabUne»e of the eharges made for the ehorter haul. Such comparisons are applied to 
every other kind of business, and the fact that there maybe eompetitfkm in swih tiusincss tootUd 
not be a etnarodino eoYMiderotlon, for the presumption toould always be that the compensation 
eharoedfor the eenrtccs or thing is suifflcient to be reasonable,** 

18. " If the through rates (for the longer haul through Ohattanooga) to Nashville afford a 

fair profit to the carriers, there is substantial ground for contending that the sam^ 
charges for carrying freight from the east to Ohattanooga would afford a reasonable 
profit and would, therefore, be a reasonable charge.'* 

19. " If carriers engage in a competitive struggle for business at a place where they meet and 

underbid each other to a point which is not in itself remunerative, they can not turn 
back on the line and, taking advantage of the conditions existing at other localities, 
arisiug either from the fact that there is no opportunity for competition or from the 
fact that by concert of the carriers there is none, charge such rates for the shorter 
haul as shall make good their lack of profits in the competitive business. Such a course 
can not be sanctioned without * tearing up by the roots ' the whole scheme of the com- 
merce act.** 
ao. It being settled that the commission has not the power by its order to fix rates, and as the 
court also has not this power, " the court is restricted to making an order enjoining 
the continuance of an unlawful practice, and this is the character of the order which 
the commission has made, namely, that the rates to Ohattanooga shall not be higher 
than those to Nashville. This order 1b a just and reasonable one and as near to the 
oourt*B sense of the justice of the case as any court could devise." 

21. ** It is urged that the enforcement of the order will disturb the whole scheme of freight 

rates in a wide section; but, however that may be, the duty of the court to right the 
injustice encountered is plain. It can not be contended that the rights of one com- 
munity can be so entangled by a system of rates affecting many others also, that 
justice can not be done when those rights are denied or withheld." 

22. " The delays, hazards and uncertainties which attend the navigation of such rivers as 

the Cumberland river have induced shippers to greatly prefer and to rely upon trans- 
portation by rail, and the carriage of freight by the navigation of such streams has 
been almost entirely discontinued in recent years.*' 

Severens, circuit judge: 

This case originated in a complaint lodged with the interstate commerce com- 
mission and filed April 9, 1890, by the board of trade of Chattanooga, an associa- 
tion ot merchants and manufacturers of that city, charging: First, that the 
respondents, beiug engaged in interstate commerce as common carriers and 
transporting freight, and participating in through rates of charges for transpor- 
tation thereof, from Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, designated 
as eastern seaboard points, to Nashville, Memphis and Chattanooga, in the state 
of Tennessee, charged through rates to Chattanooga, which were unjust and 
unreasonable in themselves as well as relatively to those to Nashville and 
Memphis; second, that Nashville, Memphis and Chattanooga were competitors 
for business in the same territory, and that the through rates charged and par- 
ticipated in by the respondents were much lower to Nashville and Memphis than 
to Chattanooga **for transporting like property from said seaboard points under 
the same, or substantially the same, circumstances and conditions," and that the 
respondents were thus guilty of unjust discrimination against Chattanooga in giving^ 
an undue preference to Nashville and Memphis; and, third, that the respondents, 
under such through rates, charged and received a greater compensation for the 
transportation of a " like kind of property under subatantially similar circum- 
stances and conditions " from said eastern seaboard points to Chattanooga than 
they charged for such transportation over their several lines through Chatta- 
nooga to Nashville and Memphis, which last-mentioned cities are 151 and 310 
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miles, respeetfuUy, further from said eastern seaboard points than is Chatta- 
nooga. 

In terms it is alleged that eaoh of the first four sections of the act to regulate 
commerce is violated. In support of these allegations the complainant referred 
to the tariffs on file with the commission, and exhibited tables illustrating the 
alleged discrimination and the unlawful character of the rates complained of in 
other respects. The complainant prayed for an order requiring the respondents 
to cease and desist from said violations of the *'Act to Regulate Commerce " and 
that they be required to transport property to Chattanooga from eastern sea- 
board points at such rates as the commission might decide to be just, and also 
that suoh order require the respondents to cease transporting property from 
eastern seaboard points to the cities of Nashville and Memphis for lower rates of 
freight than they charged for transporting like property to the city of Chatta- 
nooga, and there was also a prayer for such other and further relief as the com- 
mission might deem necessary to grant relief to the merchants and manufacturers 
of Chattanooga. Notice was given to the respondents of the filing of this com- 
plaint, and most of the respondents appeared and answered, setting up various 
defenses, the details of which is unnecessary to go into, it being sufficient for the 
present purpose to say that the answers put in issue the question whether the 
rates charged by the companies on through freight from eastern seaboard points 
to Chattanooga were unjust and unreasonable in themselves, and also the question 
whether the circumstances and conditions affecting rates at Nashville and 
Memphis on through freight were so far dissimilar from those existing at Chat- 
tanooga as to justify them in making to the three cities the relative rates com- 
plained of. 

A hearing was had and testimony taken before the commission, and the com- 
mission, after having fully heard the counsel for the complainant and for many 
of the various railroad companies, announced its decision upon the matter of the . 
said complaint on December 30, 1892. Its conclusion was that the complaint was 
sustained, upon grounds and reasons hereafter to be referred to, and thereupon 
the commission ordered and required the respondents to *' cease and desist from 
making, enforcing, or receiving any higher rates for such transportation afore- 
said to Chattanooga than are or may be at any time accepted by them for like 
transportation to Nashville." The respondents were notified of the order, but 
refused to comply with it, whereupon the commission applied to this court, sitting 
in equity, under the sixteenth section of the ** Act to regulate commerce," pray- 
ing that the court should, by proper process, restrain the respondents from con- 
tinuing the violation and disobedience of the order of the commission. Notice 
was given to the respondents of the filing of the petition, and many of them 
appeared and answered. Each side took further proof, and the case was finally 
submitted to the court on the report and opinion of the commission, and further 
testimony taken in this court. 

From this outline of the history of the proceedings it is seen that the matter 
has been pending for a long time, and it might have happened that some change 
of circumstances should have taken place between the making of the complaint 
to the commission and the final submission of the matter to the court. But the 
additional testimony above referred to has been quite recently taken, and seems 
to indicate that the circumstances remain substantially as they were in the begin- 
ning, and the case has been argued and submitted here without any reference to 
a change in the conditions existing at the present time. It is, therefore, proper 
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to assume that there is nothing in the delay whioh has ocourred to affect the con- 
clusions which should be reached upon the orij^inal complaint. 

The case has been fully and elaborately argued, not only at the bar, but in the 
briefs which have been since submitted. At the hearing it was intimated by the 
court that in the investigation it must make it would be important to consider 
whether the oommisfrion htd, in reaching its conclusion, refused to consider and 
give due effect to the difference in the conditions existing respectively at Nash- 
ville and Chattanooga affecting the subject of through rates, and among them 
competition between carriers taking freight to and, from the former place, and 
that this might be considered in determining whether the order which it had 
made was a lawful one . But upon further reference to section 16 of the commerce act, 
and the decisions of the supreme court construing them, it appears very clearly 
that the scope of the power and the duty of the court is wider than that thus indi- 
cated. By that section it is provided that upon an application by the commission 
to the circuit court of the United States for a mandate requiring obedience to an 
order of the commission, and notice of such application to the common carrier 
refusing such obedieoce, the court shall proceed to hear and determine the mat- 
ter speedily as a court of equity, without the formal pleadings and proceed logs 
customarily employed in such courts, but in such manner as to do justice in the 
premises, ** and to this end such court shall have power, if it think fit, to direct 
and prosecute in such mode, and by such persons as it may appoint, all such 
inquiries as the court may think needful to enable it to form a just judgment in 
the matter of such petition, and on such hearing the findings of fact in the report 
of said commission shall be prima facie evidence of the matters therein stated." 

Thereupon the court, if it shall find upon all the matters before it — '* the 
whole body of the evidence '' — ^that the order was a lawful one and has been dis- 
obeyed, is required to issue its mandatory process to compel the observance of 
the order. Under these provisions it has been held that the court is not restricted 
in its Inquiry to the findings of the commission, either as to the law or fact on any 
of the questions involved, but proceeds to determine all such questions for itself, 
giving due effect to the findings of fact by the commission as prima fakie evidence 
of the facts reported. 

It will thus be seen that whether the commissioo should or should not hold as 
a matter of law that it could accord to the railway carriers the privilege of fixing 
their rates upon consideration of the differing conditions, such as competition at 
a given point from other carriers who are likewise amenable to the law, such con- 
clusion would in no wise affect the duty of the court to inquire and determine 
whether the railway carriers had such privilege or not, and, If it should be held 
that such privilege existed, to give effect to it as one of the grounds of its 
decision. 

The finding of facts made by the commission are only prima facie evidence. 
The court may direct further evidence to be taken, and if it shall finally appear 
that the facts are otherwise than as reported the court would be governed by the 
faets as found by itself in forming its judgment. 

In the present case the commission put its order upon the ground that the 
defendants had not the right, in view of the fact that no previous authority had 
been given by the commission to exercise that privilege, to depart from the rule 
against charging more for a short than a long haul because of a different condi- 
tion arising from the competition at Nashville by other carriers, part of whom 
were railroad companies engaged in through traffic with the east. In this 
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undoubtedly it was in error. The contrary doctrine is now well established. But 
this error is not material. The legal reason given may be wrong and the order 
right if upon the facts the latter should be found by the court to be warranted by 
law. Nor would it affect the duty of the court if the conmiission had founded its 
order upon one provision of the act and the facts brought the case within some 
other. The question, therefore, is whether the order made was a lawful one in 
the circumstances as they are made to appear. Now, I think that no one can 
read these schedules fixing the rates of through traffic from the seaboard to Chat- 
tanooga, and to Nashville and Memphis through Chattanooga, without being 
instantly and strongly impressed that there is something wrong in the principle 
on which such rates are adjusted, and that the equality which the commerce act 
was enacted to secure has been utterly disregarded. 

It appears from the record that the through rates for freight from New York 
and Boiton to Chattanooga, Nashville, and Memphis respectively, which are 
complained of, are as follows: 
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From this it appears that, comparing the rates to Chattanooga and Nashville, 
although the distance to Chattanooga is 151 miles less than to Nashville, the 
charge on first-class freight to the former place is 25 per cent higher than to the 
latter; on second class it is 26 per cent higher; on third class it is 43 per cent 
higher; on fourth class it is 74 per cent higher; on fifth class it is 67 per cent 
higher, and on sixth class 68 per cent. If the charges are reckoned by mileage, 
they are about 100 p.'r cent higher on freight of the three lower classes from New 
York to Chattanooga than they are to Nashville and over 67 per cent higher in 
the aggregate of rates for all the classes. The result is that the merchants of 
Chattanooga can ship their goods from the east through to Nashville on the 
Nashville rate and then ship them back to Chattanooga on local rates at less cost 
than the charges on an original shipment direct to Chattanooga. The natural 
result is that the merchants and tradesmen of Nashville can undersell the mer- 
chants and tradesmen of Chattanooga in much of the commercial sphere of the 
latter place, for the Nashville people can ship directly to the points tributary to 
Chattanooga; and the evidence shows it is the practical result. There is evi- 
dence also tending to show that the oonmiercial business of Chattanooga has for 
years been stagnating. It may be and probably is true that this is in part due to 
other causes, but considering that no small part of the value of goods shipped 
over the long distance from the eastern markets to Chattanooga is represented 
by the freight rates it has borne, it would be manifest without other evidence 
that the great disparity of rates above shown would go far to crush out the com- 
mercial life of a city so heavily burdened. 

Comparison of the rates to Memphis and to Chattanooga is not so important in 
the present case, because, as is said by the commission, the greater proximity of 
Nashville to Chattanooga renders the question between the two last named places 
the leading issue. Nevertheless, a reference to the Memphis rate is of value in 
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determiDing whether the rates to Chattanoogfa are reasonable rates, it appearing 
that, though the distance is nearly one-third greater than to Chattanooga from 
the east, rates are accepted for the Memphis business considerably less than those 
at Chattaoooga. The rate per mile of transportation shows a great disparity, 
and this disparity goes in bulk, or nearly so, into the profits. It is conceded that 
the competition at Nashville should be taken into account, though my impression 
is strong that the competition arising from the rather limited navigability of the 
Cumberland river is made much more of than the real facts justify. Without 
much regard to the matter of rates, the carriage of freight by the navigation of 
such streams as the Cumberland has been almost entirely discontinued in recent 
years. The delays, the hazards and uncertainties which attend the navigation of 
such rivers have induced shippers to greatly prefer and to rely upon transporta- 
tion by rail. It is conceded also that the railroad companies have a just right 
to insist that their interests and those of the stockholders who have invested 
their money in the business should also be considered; and the court, in my 
opinioD, would not be faithful to its duty if it should ignore those interests or 
deny them legal protection. But, on the other hand, the just claims of the pub- 
lic, and especially the relative rights of communities and the individuals who 
constitute them, to the public service undertaken by common carriers must be 
also taken into account and .protected. All these things are to be put in the bal 
ance and to each party should be given its right according to the facts as they 
appear in every case. 

The duty which the court Owes to the public is surely not less than that which 
it owes to the carriers. It is admitted by the court that rate-making is the 
peculiar province of the carriers, and their schedule should not be interfered 
with by the commission or the courts unless they are against conscience, and by 
that I mean a conscience instructed and regulated by the law. But it is to be 
remembered that the railroad business of the country is conducted by able men, 
animated, as it is right to suppose, with the desire to promote the interests of 
those whom they serve. Further to promote the efficiency of their work, the 
officers of the various companies have their associations for the purpose of com- 
paring, studying, and adjusting the rates of traffic on their several lines. In the 
absence of the other party they have everything their own way. It would be 
expecting something not encountered or expected in other branches of business 
if we anticipated that they would assume a judicial attitude toward those with 
whom their business is to be done. And so it is liable to happen that in devising 
a scheme of rates to compensate for the moderate profits on some part of their 
traffic which is affected by competition they may impose heavier rates on other 
parties and at places where they are not so affected. 

Injustice may be done in the disproportion of the burden laid upon the differ- 
ent communities. And that is what I think has happened here. There is in this 
no impeachment of the integrity of anyone. It is not a question of intention, 
however, but is whether the thing is done in contravention of the statute. Con- 
ceding that some allowance should be made for the conditions at Nashville, the 
rigor of the rule of the loDg and short haul clause of the fourth section moder- 
ated to some extent, as it was held might be done in the case of The Commission 
V. The Alabama Midland Railway Company (168 U. S., 144), the disproportion in 
the present case is too gross. If for such causes as existed here such unequal 
charges can be made along the same line of traffic, the inevitable result must be 
that the commerce act will prove of no value, and the leading principle of the 
common law relating to the same general subject will be overthrown. 



BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS. 255 

The railroads cover the country like a web. Only the unproductive and 
inaccessible places are isolated from their routes. The places where they meet 
and cross each other, and thus come in competition, are almost innumerable. 
They are thickly located in all the commercial parts of the country. If the fact 
of such competition is allowed to become a dominating factor in fixing the relative 
charges of tranBX)ortation to the different places along the lines, those communities 
where there is no competition must be blighted by the disadvantage with which 
they are burdened, and the favored places grow prosperous in the sacrifice of 
others. Counsel for the respondents, after noting the wider distance between 
competitive points in the southern portion of the country; says: 

**It is not unusual for a southern railroad to run for a hundred miles from one 
competitive point to another, where the intervening territory is very poor and 
8i>arsely settled. The distance between such competitive points is so great that 
it is practicable for railroads to make a greater charge for a shorter than for a 
longer haul." 

With this as the rule in adjusting rates, it seems certain that the poor places 
must become poorer and the localities more sparsely settled than ever. At least 
this would seem to be the very probable tendency. And although I must express 
an opinion upon a mere question of policy for the carriers with much diffidence, 
I am very strongly inclined to the belief that their interests would in the long 
run be better promoted by adhering more closely to the rules of the statute than 
was done in the present case or is likely to be done under the practice which their 
counsel endeavors to justify. And public policy would also be advanced by the 
opposite course, not only in the encouragement which would thus be given to the 
distribution of commerce and population, but also in extending that equality of 
privilege which is onq of the prime objects of legislation to promote. 

I am aware that these observations may be thought somewhat general. But 
the subject must necessarily be treated on broad linos. The commerce act is 
drawn upon such, and the matters above referred to touch and deeply affect the 
consideration of cases of this character. 

The duty devolved upon the court by this act is new and somewhat difficult. 
In my opinion, it can be most wisely and profitably discharged by estimating the 
special facts of each case in the light of the general principles which congress has 
embodied in the law. No test is given by the act for determining the extent or 
nature of the dissimilarity of conditions which will make it ** substantial," and 
the question is left to be determined in the first instance by the commission and 
ultimately by the court upon each case as it arises. There is nothing singular in 
this. It is another and new instance of questions for which the law furnishes no 
definite test. For example: where negligence in the management of a railroad 
is imputed and legal liability is sought to be charged thereon, the issue is a broad 
one, and its determination must depend upon the application of a general test; and 
it must happen that judges and juries who are called to decide the question are 
much less familiar with the details of the business and the requirements of safe 
management than those who, from many years* experience, have become expert 
in such matters; and so, where questions of reasonableness are presented, or other 
like questions of a general character. But there is a necessity that such questions 
be decided and the courts and juries are delegated to decide them, however much 
of skill and experience may be involved in the controversy or the solution of it. 

As the circumstances vary infinitely and constantly in the course of such busi- 
ness, it would seem that congress must have intended something unusual and 
peculiar, out of the ordinary course, not ordinarily incident to the business, as 
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that which would create a substantial dissimilarity; for otherwise the vast bulk 
of transportation would not be subject to the rule at all. 

The case of The Commission v. The Alabama Midland Railway Company, 
above cited, is much relied upon by counsel for the railroad companies as giving 
warrant for the discrimination made in the present case, but the supreme court 
in that case, while reaffirming the doctrine that oompetition between railway 
carriers might and frequently ought to be considered in adjusting rates under the 
long and short haul clause, yet took pains to prevent the inference from its opinion 
that it should be regarded as a controlling consideration. In that case the 
discrepancy in rates was slighter than that here shown, and the competition was 
by water transportation on a great river navigable at all seasons of the year and 
opening into the gulf. Both the courts below had concurred in holding that the 
commission was wrong in thinking the disparity of charges was too great in view 
of the facts, and the supreme court did not find sufficient reason for reversing 
their decree. 

BBASONABLENESS OF PRESENT RATES. 

It is assumed in argument by counsel in making defense that the rates to 
Chattanooga are just and reasonable in themselves. This, it is said, is conceded, 
and upon the premises it is urged in substance that the public at Chattanooga has 
no right to complain if the respondents lower their rates to Nashville. In one 
sense this is true. But the suggestion is fruitful of other considerations. The 
question whether the rat^p are just and reasonable in themselves is in some 
measure a relative one — ^that is to say, it may be tested by .a comparison of the 
particular rates with those accepted elsewhere for a similar service — and whether 
the instances thus employed are or are not such as by their relation to the case 
in hand are subject to the operation of some other provision of the commerce act 
is immaterial. 

Besides, I think the question of the justness and reasonableness of rates under 
the first section is colored by the other provisions of the law and by the general 
policy of the whole enactment, which is to effect the equality of charges. And at 
all events, it seems to me clear that the charges accepted for a longer haul may 
be referred to for the purpose of considering the reasonableness of the charges 
made for the shorter haul. Such comparisons are applied to every other kind 
of business, and the fact that there may be competition in such business would not 
be a controlling consideration, for the presumption would always be that the 
compensation charged for the service or thing is sufficient to be reasonable. The 
presumption is not, of course, a conclusive one, but would seem a fair one in the 
absence of special circumstances. 

It is not according to my understanding that it is conceded that the rates to 
Chattanooga are just and reasonable in themselves. The contrary is alleged in 
the complaint made to the commission, and the view of the latter seems to have 
been otherwise, though its order is not put upon that ground. If, as I gather 
from the testimony, the through rates to Nashville afford a fair profit to the car- 
riers, whether the northern trunk lines or the respondents (and it is reasonable 
to suppose they would not engage in the business without it), there is substantial 
ground for contending that the same charge for carrying freight from the east to 
Chattanooga would afford a reasonable profit, and would therefore be a reason- 
able charge. If the respondents are allowed, as they are by the order of the 
commission, to make the same charge for carrying to Chattanooga as for carry- 
ing to Nashville, the rate, having regard to the difference in distance, would be 
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about 16i per cent higher to Chattanooga than that whioh they charge to Nash- 
yille, and the percentage is an increment of the profits. It may be modified 
slightly by circvLmstances, none of which are perceived, however, of any impor- 
tance. 

If railway carriers engage in a competitive struggle for business at a place 
where they meet and underbid each other or other carriers to a point which is 
not in itself remunerative, can they turn back on the line and, taking advantage 
of the conditions existing at other localities, arising either from the fact that 
there is no opportunity for competition or from the fact that by concert of the 
carriers there is none, charge such rates for the shorter haul as shall make good 
their lack of profits in competitive business, and even up the profits on their 
whole business to the point they set before themselves as reasonable? To the 
proposition thus roundly stated no doubt counsel for the carriers would say that 
they could not contend for it. 

And yet this is the result reached by the not very indirect steps of the argu- 
ment. And the proposition itself cannot be admitted without '* tearing up by the 
roots " the whole scheme of the commerce act. This is one of the considerations 
tending to minimize somewhat the privilege arising from competition. In this 
connection, and as bearing upon the subject now under discussion, it is proper to 
observe, with reference to the considerations resulting from a comparison of the 
volume of traffic between the seaboard points and Nashville, that it appears to 
be about equally divided between the northern and southern lines. 

In the full and elaborate brief of counsel for the railways, several reasons are 
advanced why it would be difficult to so readjust the rates as not to discriminate 
against Chattanooga. Attention has been given to all of them; but none of 
them, in my opinion, rests on any sufficient ground or constitutes any valid justi- 
fication. One of these reasons is so striking and significant that it deserves spe- 
cial consideration. It is urged that the Louisville & Nashville Railroad company 
is vitally interested in maintaining the commercial importance of Nashville, and 
cannot, with due regard to that purpose, so adjust the rates at that place as to 
enable the respondents to do otherwise than discriminate against Chattanooga; 
but it appears that the company owns and controls a majority of the stock of the 
Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway company, the respondent carrier 
which constitutes that part of the through lines which extends from Chattanooga 
to Nashville, and fixes the rates for that road. It is, therefore, in a position to 
insure to Nashville such concessions as to advance its favoring purpose with 
reference to that city. It really has no competition there unless it be from the 
navigation of the Cumberland river. 

Referring again to that feature of the case, compare the situation of Chatta- 
nooga with that of Nashville in that regard. The former is only 443 miles by 
rail from the terminus of water transportation at Charleston, and less than that 
from Savannah, both of which places have uninterrupted communication by steam 
and sail with New York and the other northeastern seaboard cities. The route 
is not more circuitous by either place from the east to Chattanooga than by the 
Cumberland river to Nashville. The rail portion of the latter route is very much 
greater than that of the route to Chattanooga when the transportation is partly 
by rail and partly by water. 

Chattanooga is so much better situated in its relation to the eastern ports, if 
it is allowed the legitimate benefit of competition by water transportation, that 
it is very difficult to find any just reason why the charges to that place should be 
17 
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80 out of proportion to those at Nashyille; Chattanooga, too, has more railroads. 
They might compete there i( they would. They do not think it to their interest 
to do so. And thus it is that Cnaitanooga, with a location nearer to the eastern 
seaboard ports and having many more railroads than Nashville, is yet denied the 
benefit of that advantage by reasons of the competition at Nashville of one rail- 
road with the navigation of the Cumberland river, an element of trifling impor- 
tance when compared with the transportation by sea on the route to Chattanooga. 
The natural advantages greatly favor the latter place. In my opinion, the 
faculty of rate making has here completely frustrated the law. The scope of the 
statute is universal, and all the public in every part of the country is entitled to 
enjoy its benefits. Nor is it a piece of shreds and patches with large rents for 
great mischiefs to fiourish in. 

Now, the purpose to increase the commercial prosperity of Nashville is in 
itself a laudable one, and the court would be far from having any inclination to 
obstruct it when it Is pursued in a lawful way. It is to be hoped and believed, 
however, that the carriers will be able to find a way to remedy the injustice of 
the present situation without prejudice to any beneficent purpose toward Nash- 
ville. But it is a hard measure of justice to Chattanooga if the upbuilding of 
the one city is to be done at the charge of the other, by selecting the latter as 
one to bear the oppressive rates which shall go to make up for the moderate rates 
charged at the former. Moreover, the reason given shows the estimate which 
railway carriers themselves have of the effect of their freight rates upon the 
commercial prosperity of the localities subject to them. 

Many topics connected with the subject of schedule making have been thor- 
oughly and ingeniously discussed. The paths of all these arguments submitted 
lead to these results: 

The conditions at Nashville are dissimilar to those of Chattanooga. This fact 
suppresses the long and shor& haul provision and justifies discrimination; the 
extent of the discrimination must be confided in the judgment of the railway 
officials, whose ability and experience best qualify them for the task. Nowhere 
in the argument is there any concession or suggestion of any conclusion other than 
this. All avenues leading elsewhere are carefully closed . If this be the ground upon 
which we come, there is nothing for the commission or the court to do but to 
take notice of the fact that the conditions are dissimilar, and abandon all further 
inquiry. Of course, it is fundamental that no suoh proposition as this can be 
admitted, whether we consider the case under the third or, as I think, under the 
fourth section of the act. Congress, after prescribing certain rules and regula- 
tions for such business and to guard against unfair and unjust discrimination in 
the making of rates, provided a commission and charged it with the supervision 
of the conduct of railway carriers and with the duty of requiring and enforcing 
compliance with the rules and regulations of the act. 

To secure judicial inquiry and determination of questions between the com- 
mission and the carriers arising in the course of business, and process adapted to 
give effect to such determination, jurisdiction was established in the circuit 
court for those purposes. Congress must ba presumed to have understood that 
the courts would not be so adept as the carrieriB in the intricacies of schedule 
making and the adjustment of rates, but it nsvertheless committed the ultimate 
power of determining right and justice in such matters to such measure of sound 
judgment, good sense, and just discrimination as it assumed the courts might 
possess. This is all that can be invoked, but to this the public as well as the 
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carrien are undoubtedly entitled. I have elsewhere indicated my opinion to be 
in substance that the question oominfi^ before the courts can best be decided upon 
a field somewhat removed from the labyrinth of the details of tarifF schedules 
and in more unobstructed view of the larger and more controlling^ facts of the 
case. 

I am aware that the coinmlssion on December 3l8t last, in announcing* its 
opinion in the case of The Savannah Bureau of Freight and Transportation v. 
The Charleston & Savannah Railway Company, evidently disheartened by the 
adverse rulings of the supreme court in recent cases, more especially those of 
The Commission v. The Cincinnati, New Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany (167 U. S., 470), and The Commission v. The Alabama Midland Railway 
Ck)mpany (168 U. S., 144), seems to give up section 4 as of no force or effect in any 
case where the conditions are not <* substantially similar." After referring to 
its former holding that competition between carriers subject to the statute did 
not create such dissimilarity of conditions as would justify discrimination, the 
commission goes on to say: 

*' Since then, however, the supreme court of the United States, by its decision 
in the case. Interstate Commerce Commission v. The Alabama Midland Railway 
Company, decided November 8, 1897 (168 U. S., 144), has determined that this 
view of the law Is erroneous, and that railway competition may create such dis- 
similar circumstances and conditions as exempt the carrier from an observance 
of the long and short haul provision. 

" Under this interpretation of the law as applied to the facts found in this 
case, we are of the opinion that the charging of the higher rate to the inter- 
mediate points, as set forth, is not obnoxious to the foUrth section. The section 
declares that the carrier shall not make the higher charge to the nearer point 
under * substantially similar circumstances and conditions.' If the conditions 
and circumstances are not substantially similar, then the section does not apply, 
and the carrier is not bound to regard it in the making of its tariffs.'' 

Now, I rio not understand that such a conclusion follows from that decision; on 
the contrary, I suppase that when a violation of the long and short haul provision is 
charged, competition is one of the elements which enter into the determination 
whether the conditions are similar, and if dissimilarity is found, then the further 
question arises whether the dissimilarity is so great a? to justify the discrimina- 
tion which is complained of. The language of the act ought not to be tied up by 
such literal construction. If it were, then if it should be found that the dissimi- 
larity of dondiiions is really in favor of the locality discriminated against, the 
provision would not apply— a result contrary to the manifest intent. In other 
words, my opinion is that the restraint of section 4 is to be applied upon the scale 
of comparison between the dissimilarity of conditions and the disparity of rates, 
and that it is competent under that s action to restrain the exaction of the greater 
charge for the shorter haul— although there may be a substantial dissimilarity of. 
conditions — provided the dissimilarity is not so great as to justify the discrimi- 
cation made. 

But the long and short haul clause is only one of the specific provisions employed 
for the general purpose of the act. The third section underlies the fourth, and sup- 
plies the principles on which it rests; so that, if the literal construction referred 
to be put upon the fourth section, the case would still be exposed to the third 
section, which forbids undue preference to one locality, or the subjection of 
another to any undue disadvantage. 
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With respect to the power of the court to deal with the order of the commis- 
sion, counsel for the respondents refer to the opinion delivered by me in the case 
of The Commission v. The Detroit, Grand Haven & Milwaukee Railroad Com- 
pany (67 Fed. Rep., 1006), that, having regrard to the langfuafire of the sixteenth 
secldoa of the commerce act in prescribingf the duty of the court to enforce the 
order of the commission if it is found to be lawful, and the lack of any words con- 
ferrinfif authority to enforce any order other than that, the court was not vested 
with power to enforce any other order, even thoui^h it might be of opinion 
that some other order would be more appropriate. And this, as is said, was the 
view of the court of appeals of this circuit in the same case on appeal. (43 IT. S. 
App., SOS; 74 Fed. Rep., 803.) Counsel for the commission contends that the 
supreme court, in the Alabama Midland railway case, expressed a different 
opinion, and that therefore the court is at liberty to mould the order of the oom- 
mission to conform to the view which the court might think necessary ^* to do 
justice in the case." It seems somewhat doubtful whether the supreme court 
intended to pass upon this question, though possibly the language of the opinion 
may be susceptible of the construction contended for. Mr. Justice Shiras, in 
delivering the opinion of the court, said (168 U. S., — ): 

** It has been uniformly held by the several circuit courts and the circuit courts 
of appeal in such cases that they are not restricted to the evidence adduced before 
the commission, nor to a consideration merely of the power of the commission to 
make the particular order under question, but that additional evidence may be 
put in by either party, and that the duty of the court is to decide, as a court of 
equity, upon the entire body of evidence." 

If the construction of this language contended for by counsel for the commis- 
sion is correct, it must rest, I should presume, with deference, upon the ground 
that the provision requirinig the court to make such determination upon the facts 
as shall be just should be read in connection with the provision requiring the 
court, if it finds the order lawful, to issue proper process for its enforcement, and 
that when so read the meaning is that the court shall enforce the order with such 
modifications as it shall deem just, though probably not an entirely new and dif- 
ferent order. But it does not appear to me to be necessary to determine how this 
is. It is now settled that the commission has no power by its order to fix rates, 
** either maximum or minimum or absolute." So neither has the court. If, 
therefore, the court had power to vary the order, it would still be restricted to 
the making an order enjoining the continuance of an unlawful practice. 

And this i9 the character of the order which the commission has made. The 
case is not one to which the second section is applicable. The inclination of my 
opinion is that the complaint made to the commission is sustained upon the first 
section of the act; but, as I am entirely satisfied that the practice complained of 
is in violation of the third and fourth sections, my judgment will proceed upon 
that ground. Although the reasons given by the commission do not in all 
respects correspond with the view here taken, my opinion is that upon the facts 
the order made is a just and reasonable one, and as near to my own sense of the 
justice of the case as any court could devise and is at liberty upon this record to 
make, construing the order, as I do, to require the respondents to desist from 
charging a higher rate to Chattanooga than is charged or shall be charged to 
Nashville. Some range of discretion is undoubtedly vested in the commission in 
respect to the mode in which the provisions of the act shall be enforced. And 
so, upon like reasons, the court has a similar equitable discretion when a case is 
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brougfht before it and the question is presented whether the order is a right one 
and fairly due upon the faots of the case. Tnis is the plain inference from the 
language of the sixteenth section, which confides to the court in broad terms the 
power of determining what is just in the premises. 

It is urged that the enforcement of this order will disturb the whole scheme 
of freight rates in a wide section. I am fully conscious of the responsibility I 
must assume in giving effect to the order, though my expectation is that the 
companies will find less difficulty in conforming to the order than their counsel 
seems to fear. But however that may be, the duty of the court to right the 
injustice encountered is plain. Surely it can not be contended that the rights of 
one community can be bo entangled by a system of rates affecting many others 
also that justice can not be done when those rights are denied or withheld. 

The prayer of the petition of the commission is granted, and an order for pro- 
cess in accordance therewith will be entered. 
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DIGEST OP DECISIONS OP INTERSTATE COMMERCE 

COMMISSION. 



Edwin E. Montell v. Baltimore & Ohio Ballroad company and John K. Oowen and Oscar 
O. Murray, receivers thereof; Southern Railway company. 

First,— On complaint of violation by defendants of sections 8 and 4 of the "Act to Regulate 
Commerce/* through charges on coal in carloads from Cumberland, Md., which were greater 
tor the shorter distance to North Garden, Ya., than for the longer distance over the same line 
to Lynchburg, Va., it appeared at the hearing that defendants had withdrawn and discon- 
tinued the lower rate to the longer-distance point, field, That such action by defendants 
obviated the infractions of the law so complained of. 

Second.— Defendants* aggregate charge for the transportation of coal in carloads from 
Cumberland, Md., to North Garden, Va., and their respective divisions thereof, found 
excessive in comparison with rates charged by defendants and other carriers to various 
points; but the commission is not authorized to fix a reduced or lower rate of charges which 
carriers can be required to respect in the future, even if the ascertained facts warranted a 
finding as to the extent of the reduction which should be made. 

Third.— Although the " Act to Regulate Commerce " requires that transportation charges 
shall be reasonable and Just, and complainant prayed in his petition that defendants be 
ordered to establish and maintain such rate on coal in carloads from Cumberland, Md., to 
North Garden, Va., as should be deemed Just, reasonable and lawful, the act as recently 
interpreted by the courts makes no provision under which carriers can be ordered or required 
to establish or maintain any rate other than such rate of charges as any such carrier may 
fix and establish for itself. 



Savannah Bureau of Freight and Transportation et al. v. Charleston & Savannah Bail- 
way Company et al. 

Decided December 31, 1807. 

First.— Wrongs caused by improperly adjusted rates over independent lines from compet- 
ing cities to a common destination cannot be corrected without authority to prescribe both 
the maximum and the minimum rate, and the commi^ion is not empowered to do either. 

iSecond.— The " Plant systeip " of railways carries fertilizer from Savannah, Ga., to Val- 
dosta, and also over the longer distance from Charleston to Valdosta, at no higher rate than it 
charges from Savannah. The Charleston rate is fixed by the competition of another and more 
circuitous line from that city to Valdosta, and the Plant system must meet that rate or get 
no fertilizer business from Charleston. Hetd, That under such circumstances the Plant sys- 
tem may properly make the same rate from Charleston as is made by the longer line, and in 
so doing it does not unjustly discriminate against Savannah, though if the rate from Charles- 
ton to Valdosta were in any way subject to control, the conclusion might be otherwise. 

TTiird.— Water competition between Charleston and Savannah compels a rate of 80 cents 
per ton on fertilizer carried by rail between those cities. Rates from Savannah to points in 
Oeorgla are fixed by the Georgia railroad commission. Water competition exists also between 
Savannah and Charlestcn and Jacksonville, Fla. By that mode of carriage the rate from 
both cities to Jacksonville is the same, and consequently the same also to points reached by 
rail from Jacksonville, as against the all-rail lines to those points. Circumstances over 
which a defendant all-rail line to Montgomery and other points in Alabama has no control 
also affect fertilizer rates from Savannah and Charleston to such Alabama points in some 
•degree, field. Upon all the facts, (1) That defendants' present differential of 60 cents more 
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per ton from Charleston than from Savannah to points In Georgia other than common points 
Is not unreasonable or prejudicial to Savannah. (8) That charging the same rate from Savan- 
nah and Charleston over the defendant all-rail lines to points In Florida In competition with 
ocean and rail competition from Savannah and Charleston Is not unlawful. (3) That a lower 
differential as between Savannah and Charleston on fertilizer to points In Alabama reached 
by the Alabama Midland railway than the differential established as between those cities on 
fertilizer to points In Georgia does not appear justified, and that sufficient difference Is not 
made In rates to some stations In Florida; and defendants are advised to adjust such rates In 
accordance with suggestions stated, with leave to complainants to apply for an order If such 
adjustment Is not made. 

PVmrtft.— Higher rates charged by defendants on fertilizer from Charleston or Savannah U> 
intermediate points between those cities than they charge over the entire distance between 
Charleston and Savannah are justified by the existence of water competition. 

Fifth— The circumstances and conditions governing the transportation of fertilizer from 
Charleston to Valdosta and various other stations are rendered substantially dissimilar from 
those applying in the transportation of fertiliser from Charleston over the same line U> 
shorter distance localities by railway competition at Valdosta and said other stations, which 
controls and affects the rate, and higher charges on fertilizer to such shorter distance points- 
are not in violation of the fourth section as Interpreted by the United States supreme court 
in Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama M. B. Co., 168 U. 8., 144, 4S L. ed.— . 



Fuller B. Calloway V. Louisville & Nashville Railroad Company; Western Railway of 
Alabama; Atlanta & West Point Railroad Company. 

Decided December 81, 1897. 

First.— It being settled that competition must be considered and may justify deviation 
from the rule of the fourth section. It follows that wherever competition of controlling force 
by exlstlog lines Is practicable It must be given effect; and that freely engaging in competi> 
tion at one point, while wholly or largely suppressing it at a shorter distance locality, cannot 
entitle carriers to make higher charges for shorter than for longer hauls over the same line 
in the same direction. 

Second.— The transportation of freights by defendants from New Orleans to La Grange 
and Fairburn, Ga., is " under substantially similar circumstances and conditions," the condi- 
tions and circumstances affecting transportation by them from New Orleans to La Grange 
and Hogfinsvllle, La Grange and Newnan, and La Grange and Palmetto, all In Georgia, are 
also substantially similar ; and freight rates over defendants' line, which are higher from 
New Orleans for the shorter distance to La Grange than for the longer distance to either 
Hogansville, Newnan, Palmetto or Fairburn, violate section 4 of the statute. 

27iird.— Higher rates charged by defendants from New Orleans to La Grange than for 
longer distances from New Orleans to Hogansville, Newnan, Palmetto or Fairburn, on like 
traffic carried under similar conditions and circumstances, and at less cost for the transpor- 
tation service to La Grange, are unreasonable and unjast to complainant, and subject him 
and other dealers at La Grange, their traffic and, as a locality, the city of La Grange itself^ 
to undue and unreasonable prejudice and disadvantage, and give undue preference and 
advantage to the localities of Hogansville, Newnan, Palmetto and Fairburn, traffic thereto* 
and dealers and merchants doing business therein, in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act. 

Fourt/i.— Freight carried by defendants from New Orleans to either Atlanta or La Grange, 
Ga., is through freight and entitled to through service, and the manner in which they con- 
duct the service cannot alter the character of such freight so as to make that carried for La 
Grange partly local, while the freight to Atlanta is wholly through. 

Fifth —Defendants are engaged in carrying traffic over the short-line distance from New- 
Orleans to Atlanta and intermediate points, including La Grange, Ga., seventy-one miles 
southwesterly of Atlanta. There are various competing lines between New Orleans and 
Atlanta, and there is possible railroad competition between New Orleans and La Grange. 
The relations of rates from New Orleans, New York and other supply markets to Atlanta 
are, and for a long period have been, the subject of agreement or arbitration between the 
various lines. The rates from New Orleans to Atlanta are not unreasonably low. The rates 
from New Orleans to La Grange are made by combining the New Orleans-Atlanta rates with 
the local rates of the A. & W. P. road back from Atlanta to La Grange. Under these charges 
the competing Atlanta dealer can ship from New Orleans to Atlanta and then back to La 
Grange as cheaply as complainant can ship direct from New Orleans to La Grange, and com- 
plainant is unable to sell at points on the line between Atlanta and La Grange. The defend- 
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ant roads are all solvent, and the delivering carrier for both Atlanta and La Grange earns 13 
per cent annually for Its stockholders. HeUL, Upon all the facts, that the rates from New 
Orleans to La Grange are unreasonable in themselves and relatively as compared with the 
rates to Atlanta, and that higher rates from New Orleans to La Grange than those charged 
from that city on like traffic to Atlanta are and would be unlawful. 



The Chamber of Commerce of the City of Milwaukee v. The Chicago, Milwaukee & Bt. 
Paul Railway Company et al. ' 

Decided January 19, 1898. 

f^st.— Distances by shortest available routes are the proper distances on which to base 
comparison of differentials in grain rates from the same points of shipment to two different 
markets, situated as are Milwaukee and Minneapolis with reference to various sources of 
grain supply. 

Second.— Although carriers serving but one of two competing cities may, by reducing their 
rates to the city served by them, prevent the correction of an unjust relation of rates to the 
two places from common points of supply, nevertheless it is the duty of the commission to 
condemn such a relation of charges, and to indicate the basis upon which the rates should be 
readjusted. 

27iir<I.— On complaint of unlawful rates charged by defendants on wheat and other kinds 
of grain from points of shipment in Iowa, Minnesota and South Dakota to Milwaukee, as com- 
pared with rates on like grain to Minneapolis, and of unlawfully higher rates on wheat than 
on flour from some of the shipping points. Held, That in many instances, and in varying 
degrees at different points, the differentials in grain rates to Milwaukee above rates in force 
to Minneapolis from shipping points on and soutb of the southern Minnesota division of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway give Minneapolis undue and unreasonable preference 
and advantage, and subject Milwaukee to undue and unreasonable prejudice and disadvan- 
tage. That just and reasonable differentials in such rates would be obtained by applying the 
interstate distance tariff of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul railway, or the Chicago & 
North-Western railway, to the short-line mileage from the several points of shipment to 
Minneapolis and Milwaukee. That just and reasonable rates to Milwaukee would be made by 
adding such differentials to rates from time to time in force to Minneapolis, and any higher 
rates to Milwaukee would be relatively unreasonable and unjust to that city. That charging 
any higher rate on wheat than on flour between the same points and on the same line is unjust 
discrimination and unlawful. 



Cattle Raisers' Association of Texas v. Fort Worth & Denver City Railway Company and 
others. 

Decided January 20, 1898. 

First.— The Chicago Live Stock Exchange, a corporation whose members are persons 
engaged in the sale of live stock upon commission at Chicago, and the object of which is to 
promote the interests of its members in the sale of such live stock, may under section 13 of 
the act to regulate commerce maintain a proceeding to correct an unreasonable freight rate 
upon live stock from various points to Chicago; and this, notwithstanding that certain 
by-laws and proceedings of the corporation are in violation of that statute of the United 
States commonly known as the anti-trust law. 

Second— The defendant, the Union Stock Yards and Transit company, having the option 
under Its charter of becoming a common carrier or not, elected to and did become such car- 
rier for dead freight to and from the lines of other carriers in the city of Chicago, but it did 
not so elect to engage in the carriage of live stock between such lines and its stock yards in 
Chicago. It imposes a trackage charge on other defendants for the use of its tracks In the 
transportation of live stock to and from the stock yards, and such transportation is con- 
ducted wholly by such other defendants. Held, That the stock yards company is not a com- 
mon carrier engaged in the transportation of live stock within the meaning of section 1 of the 
act to regulate commerce, and is therefore not subject to regulation in this proceeding. 

ZTiird.— Defendant common carriers undertake to carry live stock through different 
states to the union stock yards in Chicago, and until delivery Is made at such yards the live 
stock is interstate commerce and subject to the act to regulate commerce. 

Fourt/i.— When carriers forming a through line and dividing the through rate also desig- 
nate a certain rate for performance of a particular service, and it appears in proof that but 
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Ooe oF the ckrrleri la FMponalble tot at laterested In tbe latter chtrgg. It Is i>rop«r on com- 
pl&lnt to deal with tbftt cftrtlcular CKirlai And thU partlcnUi rftta, lrreBpectlT« of tbe other 
ratoeirhlah make op tbe aigreiale charge. 

P(nh'— Hectlon S of Iha act prohlblta nnjnat dlecrlmlnatlon belirean ludlTldaals thrangh 
charglDi; dlSeteDtratea for like aervlee under BubataDttallj atmllar clrcnmstances aod con- 
ditions, and doei not prevent a railroad companj from abforbing a terminal charge on live 
■tock In one market and exacting such a cha^e toi terminal lervlce In another cit; which la 
reached bj a different line. 

Sixth.— The Impoiing by a carrier ol a terminal charge at one live steck market, while It 
dots not Impose a similar charge at another competing market. Is not neceasarllr an undue 
preference under tbe third section of the act 

SenenUi.— Nor Is Iha Imposition at soma locallt; ot a terminal charge upon live stock, 
while no similar charge Is Imposed upon dead freight, necessartlf a discrimination, ander the 
third section, against live stock and In favor of dead freight. 

ffigbth.— While the decision of the TJnltad Btatts circuit court ot appeals upon the same 
•et of facts, but not between the same parties, has not the technical affect ot a preTlons adju- 
dication. It onght to be and Is considered lu thla case concluslTS upon tbe commission as to 
the questions Involved and decided. 

JVInCh.— Live stock shipped to Chicago Is ueceaaarlly delivered tor marketing at the jarda 
Ot the Union Stock Yards and Transit company. In reaching Its destination carloads ot live 
stock pass over the tracks ot tbat company, whicb connect the various lines ot the defend- 
ants with Its yards. Vor many years the Union Stock Yards and Transit company has given 
the nse ot Its tracks for this purpose, and the defendants have performed the service of mov- 
ing without charge. Beginning June 1. 1894, the atock yards Imposed a trackage charge npon 
each car moving In or out. Thereupon the various detendants agreed to and did Impose and 
collect a terminal charge of (i per car tor the switching Ot all oaM ot live stock to the stock 
yards. In addition to tbe regular Chicago rate. Htia, That upon tha circumstances ot this 
case the defeodanui might reimburse themselves for the trackage charge Imposed by the 
Union Stock Yards and Transit company, but that they ought not toeiact any compenaatlon 
tor their services which thej previously rendered gratnltoasl j, and tbat the Imposition ot 
more than II per car as such terminal charge on live stock was In violation ot section 1 of the 
actto regulftte commerce. 

Tenth.— The case Is contlnned npon tbe question ot reparation, tor proof ol damages bj 
members of the complaining Cattle Balsers' association, all questions as to such reparation 
being reserved until sucb proof is made. 



American Warehousemen's Association V. Illinois Central Ballroad Company etal. 

I>ecided Febmar J 3. 1SS8. 

Pint.- Any person or association Is entitled to complain before the commission of failure 
on the part. of carriers to publish and eufurce transportation or terminal charges, mlea and 
regulations, and that such failure results from special privileges allowed to shippers on many 
Important llnea. 

Second,— In proceedings Involving Issuance of an order concerning the publication and 
entoTcement ot transportation or terminal charges, rules and regulations. Investigation Is 
useful to enable the commission to determine what, If any, administrative order should be 
directed to defendant carriers, and whether such order should be made to apply to all car- 
riers subject to the regulating statute. 

Thlnj.— Upon Investigation of alleged unlawful practices cf carriers In granting free stor- 
age of freights and other specified privileges to shippers. Hrtd, That chsrges made by Car^ 
Tiers for transportation and terminal services, and ail rules and regulations which In any 
wise change, affect or determine the aggregate compensation paid therefor, are required by 
the statute 1o~b3 shown upon their published rate schedules ; and under such requirement It 
la tbe duty uf all carriers subject to the act to so publish and thereupon enforce each and 
ever; of tlielr charges, rules and regulations concerning theatorageot freights. diversion 
or cars to shippers' use. distribution of freight In pan-lots. raconslgnment ot freight, and all 
kindred concessions or privileges to shippers, and to refrain from affording any such con- 
cession or pitvllege without due publloatlon thereof In such schedules. That In view ot the 
very geKerul allowance In various forms ot some or all of the privileges Involved. agenersJ 
order directed to all carriers subject to the aot to regulate commerce shonld be iBsned. 
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In the matter of the application of the AtchUon, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway company 
and other! for a suspension of the fourth section. 

Decided February 84, 1896. 

The Canadian Pacific railway, operated through the Dominion of Oanada, connects with 
lines which reach various sections of the United States, and that railway is thereby enabled 
to engage in the carriage of passengers between numerous points in the United States, and of 
passengers trayellng to and from the Klondike region, in the Dominion of Oanada, In compe- 
tition with lines wholly within the United States and subject to the provisions of the act to 
regulate commerce. This foreign carrier has greatly reduced passenger fares currently in 
effect on such traffic, Including those in force from Boston and other eastern points to St. Paul 
Minn., and points on the Pacific coast, and from St. Paul to Pacific coast destinations, without 
the concurrence of its connecting A.merlcan lines; and it makes such reduced rates effective by 
including therein the separately established rates of such connecting lines. The competing 
American lines must either meet the reduced rates of such foreign carriers, or lose their 
share of the traffic; and they cannot make such reduced rates apply at intermediate points 
without suffering large loss of necessary revenue, field. That the petitioning American car- 
riers should be relieved temporarily from the operation of the fourth section so that they 
may meet the competitive passenger rates of the Canadian Pacific Railway company, without 
making such rates effective on passenger traffic to or from intermediate points on their 
respective lines. 



Savannah Bureau of Freight and Transportation, John W. Huger, Armin B. Palmer and 
Albert L. Stokes v. Charleston & Savannah Railway Company; Savannah, Florida & Western 
Railway Company; Northeastern Railroad Company of South Carolina; Ashley River Rail- 
road Company. 

Decided March 24, 1896. 

Passenger fares on the C. & 8. Ry. between Savannah, Ga., and points in South Carolina, 
exceed the combined state rates now in force, but most of them, including the fare between 
Savannah and Charleston, are less than the sum of state rates in effect prior to the South 
Carolina statute of March 9, 1896, which limits passenger fares in that state to 8^ cents per 
mile, unless otherwise provided by the state railroad commission, and abrogates a special 
rate of 4 cents a mile provided for this railway in an act of 1884. The Interstate fare between 
Savannah and Charleston is equal to 8.8996 cents per mile. Round-trip tickets between 
Savannah and Charleston, limited to ten days, are sold by the railway for |7, or about 8 cents 
a mile. The conditions governing local passenger traffic in South Carolina on the C. & S. Ry. 
and those applying on the Interstate passenger service of that railway between Savannah 
and Charleston, are substantially dissimilar: 

field, That the federal statute contains no provision under which the Interstate fares must 
necessarily be reduced because the South Carolina mileage rate was lowered by the state act 
of March 9, 1896, or be varied according to a different mileage rate which may be fixed by the 
state commission. Heldt further. That the interstate fares of the C. ^ S. Ry., between Savan- 
nah, Gki., and points in South Carolina, are not unlawful upon the evidence in this case. 



New York Produce Exchange v. The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Company et al. 

Decided April 80, 1898. 

First.— Railway companies may make whatever rates, form whatever lines, and establish 
whatever differentials they deem best for the purpose of securing and conducting transpor- 
tation, provided the just interests of the public are not sacrificed thereby, and whether in so 
doing they act wisely or unwisely, fairly or unfairly between themselves, is not for the com- 
mission to determine; the Jurisdiction of the commission is confined to Inquiring whether the 
situation which the carriers have created is in violation of the act to regulate commerce. 

Second.— Railway companies are not prohibited by section 8 of the act from preferring 
one locality over another unless the preference is undue or unreasonable, but a preference 
which is without legitimate excuse is, in and of Itself, undue and unreasonable. 

Third.— Under decisions of the United States supreme court— import rate case, Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Texas & P. R. Co., 168 U. S., 197, 40 L. ed. 940, 6 Inters. Com. Rep., 405, 
and the Troy case, Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama Midland R. Co. 168 U. S., 144 
42 L. ed. 414— railway competition may, but it does not necessarily, justify a preference to a 
particular locality or commodity; and therefore, granting that discrimination against a 
locality which is based on such competition is excusable in theory, the question still remains 
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whether under the third section It \» andne or unreasonable; and that question Is one of fact 
In each case. 

J'Vnirth.— Carriers frequently disregard distance In making their rates, and they may law- 
fully do so under some circumstances; but distance should be regarded whenever possible, 
and no previous decision is authority for a ruling that a carrier may be compelled to disre- 
gard it for the purpose of placing two communities upon a commercial equality. 

Fifth —Upon complaint brought on behalf of New York city, and alleging that differ- 
entials, allowed by the defendant carriers on grain, fl )ur and provisions from Ohlcago and 
other western points, of 2 cents to Philadelphia and 3 cents to Baltimore below the rates to 
New York, are unlawful under section 8 of the act to regulate commerce. Held, That the 
differentials are legitimately based upon the competitive relations of the carriers, that it 
does not appear upon the present record that the carriers have exceeded the limit within 
which they are free to determine for themselves, and, accordingly that the differentials 
complained of do not result in unlawful preference or advantage to Philadelphia or Balti- 
more over the city of New York. 



APPENDIX. 



Index to all volumes — 1878 to 1898^ inclusive. 



ABANDONMENT or BOAD. tsab. paob 

Olarlnda, cltlzeni of, ▼. 0. & St. L., abaadonment of 0. A St. L. B*y 1889 lOil 

Elkader, citizens of, ▼. O., M. & St. P 1886 478 

Fort Dodge, citizens of, y. 0., B. I. & P. et al., Tara A Ft. Dodge 1889 08S, 987 

Supreme court decision in, referred to 1892 2 

General subject discussed 1889 44 

Northwood, citizens of, t. Central Iowa 1888 468 

North wood, citizens of, y. Iowa Central, petition for rehearing 1883 599 

Court proceedings in 1884,45 zxxix 

Ottumwaft KirkTllle, 33.3 mi., Clarinda, St. Louis, 11.5 1891 5 

Bights of contracting parties protected by courts 1889 1043 

Expenses incurred in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on 

abandonment of track 1891 738 

W. & W. B*y, Osage, for temporary removal 1895 196 

Abandoniunt ot Station— see also Station. 

Bismarck, Neil & Campbell T. O., M. & St. P 1889 99S 

Kingston, Decatur county, citizens of, y. D. M. & E. 0.. protest against removal. 1890 868 

Leslie, citizens of, y D. M. & E. C, protest against abandonment of station .... 1889 1087 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1889 1030 

Pekin, Spiers A Bichardson y. B. & W., petition for reopening 1890 852 

Veo, Jones, J. M., v. B. A M., petition for reopening of station 1890 938 

Absorption ov Bbidoi ToiiL— see Bridge Toll. 
Accidents to Pbbsons. 

Bemarks of President Harrison 1808, 18; 1895 70 

AcoiDVMTS— Investigation of. 

Law concerning reporting of, repealed 1898 6 

Afton, 0., B. & Q 1887 148 

Altoona 1878 45 

Brush Siding, on C, B. & Q 1893 269 

Coon Bapids, on C, M. & St. P 1891 P48 

Crescent, on C. & N.-W., near Council Bluffs 1893 271 

Des Moines, collision between C , B. I. & P. fair ground train and C. A N.-W. 

freight train at, report of commissioners 1889 1114 

Danger to boys playing around trains, etc., B., C. B &N 1891 841 

Eagle Point, C, M. & St. P 1887 153 

Olendale, on C, M. & St. P., investigation of by commissioners 1889 1107 

Highland Center, C, M. & «t. P 1892 873 

Inwood, C, M, & St. P 1887 162 

N ansen, seven miles southeast of Council Bluffs, on O. & St. L 1890 961 

New Hampton, on C. G. W. B'y 1892 871 

Maynard, on B., C. B. & N 1891 839 

Stratford, on C. A N.-W 1893 270 

Stratford, on C. & N.-W 1891 846 

Valley Junction, on C, B. I. & P 1895 241 

Vincent, C, B. I. & P 1891 841 
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Washington, on 0., B. I. & P 1891 841 

Aooountb—Railwat. 

Bureau of Bail way Statistic! and Accounts, railway question 1893 40 r 

Law requiring uniformity in, recommended 189S 91 

Uniformityin 1878, 74; 1879,113; 1888,88; 189S 45 

AoTUAii Gash Valui or Boad aitd Equipmsmt— see Value. 

Adyanoi in Hat Batis, Pbtttion of D. M. & N. W.— see Rates, 

Appobteonmbitt or Oost or Ovib Aim Undvb Bailboad OBOSsnrGt— see OroBHng, 
Raaroad, 

▲ppbopbiation or Ck>Aii. 

Aurelia, coal dealers of ▼. Illinois Central railroad, during scarcity of fuel 1888 077 

Hogaboom, B. B., Oreston, t. 0., B. & Q 1894 88& 

Knowles, J. Elliott, Y. O., B. & Q 1881 140- 

Le Mars, Townsend, D. W., Y. Illinois Central 1888 679 

AOBNTS, Station, Pbtition roB— see Staiion Service, 

Agbbbmbsts Bbtwbbn BaHiWATB, Yiolation of 1886 ST 

AGBBwinrr or Bailwat Oompakibs to Adopt Oommibsiohbbs' Batbs— see Bates, 
Freight, 

Aid to BAiLBOADB—see Tcuxs, 

Ainbwobth, W. W., elected secretary 1887 3^ 

Be-elected....l888, 3; 1889, 4; 1890, 3; 1891, 8; 1892, 3; 1893, 3; 1894, 3; 1895, Iy; 1896, 13; 1897 

Abbitbation. 

Ashbum, J. M.Lamoni, y. 0., B. &Q., claim for car of stock 1889 980 

OoDSolidation Goal Company Y. Central Iowa 1878 80 

Illinois Central et al. y. WaYerly Short Line et al. , grade crossing 1886 576 

Mason City & Fort Dodge B'y Co. y. Crooked Creek B'y Co , grade crossing 1887 TdZ 

Moore, Thos. and Bisbee« C. W., Turin, y. C. ic N.-W., OYerflow damages 1889 990 

Webster City & Crooked Creek y. M. C. & Ft. D. B*y Co., grade crossing 1886 596, 601 

Attbndabiob with L. C. L. Uys stock shipments 1894 347 

Attobnbt-Gbnbbal, Bbpobt or— see Litigation, 

Automatic Oouplbbs— see also Couplers, Automatic, 

Paper on, by Commissioner Coffin 1886 95t 

Brakes, Burlington test 1884,40; 1886,46,47,48 

Generally used 1898 4 

Authobity or Commissioiibbs— see Commissioners, 

Adams, Chablbs Fbarois, Jb , quotation from 1878 60 

Discussion of commissioner system 1879 73 

Railroads, origin and problems 1881 81 

Remarks on watered stock 1886 55 

Adams, Hbjtbt C. , statistician interstate com. com., paper on accounts, etc 1893 40 g 

Adbquatb Equipmbnt Dbpinbd— see Equipment, 

Adbquatb Cbossino— see OroMincjf, Adequate. 

Adoption or Oommibsionxbs' RATKS—see Rates. 

Additional Dbpot Gbounos— see Condemnation Proceedings, 

Adyanobd Ohabgis. 

Brenneck Bros., Eagle GroYe, y. G. & N.-W., discrimination in applying 1898 842 

Monahan Bros , Charlotte, y. C.&N.-W 1886 58^ 

Wasson, J. A., Roscoe, Kan., y. G., M. & St. P., duties of carriers In accepting 
guaranteefor , 1883 656 

BAD Obdbb, BBGBipr or Goods in— see Damages, 
Back Watbb, Cauibd bt Bailboad Constbuotion, OYBBrLOW—see Drain- 
age, Damaoes, ObstrucUon and Overflow, 
Back Watbb, in BbIiAtion to Bailboad CBOSSiNGS—see Drainage. 
Back Watbb, Stook Dbownbd bt— see Damages. 

Baggagb— ExoBBB ABD Stobaob Chabgbs. Discussion of 1891 28 

Anderson, T., Bockford, 111., y, C, M. & St. P., sample trunks containing Jewelry 

notbaggage 1886 641 

Ashall, F. C., Chicago, Y. Central Iowa, excess charges 1888 483 

Bullock, N. P., Leon, y. Union Depot, Council Bluffs, storage 1687 784 

Carpenter, 0. C, Gilman, y. Cent. Iowa and C. & N.-W., refusal to reoeiYe tool 
chest as baggage 1886 
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Dusey, H , et al., Oreston y. O., B. & Q., refusal to carry mechanics' tool box as 

baggage 1885 613 

Bdmundson, Ed., Oedar Bapids, ▼. 0., M. & St. P., excess baggage 1893 884 

Baooaov— BxoBSS AND Btobagb Ohabobs— Oontinued— 

Glover, H. B., et al., Dabaqae, v. Tarloas lines, excess baggage charges 1883 830 

GkXMlwln, Mrs. Patience, Traer, y. O., B. I. & P., delay and storage charges 1888 615 

Hollenbeck, Mrs. E. A , Wesley, y. O. & N.-W. By, excessive 1898 71 

Eranse & Oo., Davenport, V. various lines 1894 260 

BAGGAOI— DBIiAT AND LOSS— 

Block, M., Des Moines, v. 0. A N.-W., delay in forwarding sample case 1802 853 

Taylor, B. B., West Side, V. O. & N.-W., lost 1885 571 

Woodward, W. H., Oreston, v. D. M. & K. O., lost 1891 727 

Baggagh, fNsnri'iGiiNTFAOiiiiTiiBTOBHANDLiNO andTbanstib— see also Trans- 
fer Facilities, 

Boybar, F., v. Gent. Iowa, et al , insufficient facilities for handling baggage 1886 588 

Iowa Falls V. 0. A N.-W., regulations 1887 768 

Beynard, J. 8., Oreston, v. 0., B. & Q. and 0. G. W., Afton Junction transfer 1893 137 

Bankbupt Bo ads— see Receivers. 

Bulling in Tbahsit, Bevins Bros , Hawkeye, v. 0., M.& St. P.. discrimination in.. 1896 70 

BiBD, A. O., G. F. A., O., M. & St. P., Lbttbb of, on reduction of corn rates in Iowa. 1886 621 

BiiAGK, JiBBMiAH, LvTTBB OF, on railway legislation, railways are highways, etc. 1881 77 

BiiOGKADiNG Highway with Trains— see Ohstnuition, 

Blockading Stbsbts with Tbains— see Obstruotina Streets. 

BiiOGKADE, Snow— see Snow Blockade, 

Bbanch Lines— 

Apportioning earnings of, method of 1880 1005 

Expenses of operation should be partly borne by main line 1888 47 

Profitable as feeders to main lines 1889 1005 

Train service on, restoration of, on Iowa branches, O., B. I. & P 1889 10-1008 

Bbanoh Links, Tbain Sbbvioi on— see also Train Service. 

Bbakbs, Automatio and Powbb, see also Automatic Couplers and Power Brakes, 

Brakes, automatic ; 1884,41; 1885 94 

Discussion of and law concernlDg 1890,7; 1891, 18,20; 1892 10,46 

Paper on, by Oommissioner Ooffin 1889 47 

Bbbweb, Judge, decision of, in relation to rates— see also Bates 1889 31,32,34 

Temporary Id junction by restraining promulgation of June, 1888, schedule 1888, 36 ; 1894 208 

Bbidgbs. 

Wooden, being replaced by iron and stone 1898 4 

Laws relating to, discussed 1878 17 

Safety of, railroad companies responsible for 1878 17,18,19 

Bridge toll, absorption of at Omaha 1888 670 

Unsafe Condition of— see also Unsafe Condition of Road, 

Fay, P. H., Bichland Oenter, Wis , v. 0., M. & St. P., Ooon Bapids 1894 176 

Harrison, H., et al.. v. A., T. A S. F., neglect of bridgeman at Ft. Madison 1895 199 

Beno, B. F., Mareogo, v. O., B. I. & P 1880 73 

Waller, J. N., road supervisor, St. Oharles, v. O , M. & St. P,, unsafe condition of 

bridge and highway 1886 660 

Watkins, W. W., Bellevue, v. 0., M. A St. P., unsafe condition of bridge 1889 1018 

"Buggy Oase.*' 

Barber, Ed., Glidden, V. 0. & N.-W., overcharge 1884 65-67 

Anderson's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 49 

Ooffln's, commissioner, opinionon 1884 67 

Dey's, commissioner, opinion on 1884 63 

Judge Baylies*opinion on 1885 67 

BUBIiJNGTON, SHIPPEBS OF, COMPLAINT ON BATES— see RoteS. 

BuBLiNGTON, Obdab Bapids A NOBTHEBN BaiiiWAT Oompant, application of for 

reduced rates on seed grain. 1892 838 

BUBLINGVON TSST OF AUTOMATIC OOUPLEBS- See AutomOtiC CoupUrS. 

BuTTBB and Ego Shipment, Dibobimination in Inspegtion of— see Inspection, 
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CABOOSE, Stoppagi of at PiiATroBMS—see Stoppina Trains at Platforms, 
OAMBBON, J. 8., EliECTSD Btcbitabt 1878 3 

Beslffned 1880 3 

Oamp Mbbtino abd Othbb Assbmblt Batbs— see Rates, 

Oapaoitt of Fbbigut Cabs— see Cars. 

Capital Stock, Watbbbd— see Watered Stock. 

OAPiTAiiizATiOB, ExcassiYi 1878 80 

Oabb OF STATION Buildings— see 8t4Xtion Service 

Cabs. 
DiSGBiMiNATiON IN FuBNisHiNG— See Discrimination cmd FaHure to Furnish Cars, 
DiSTBiBimoN OF— see Distribution of Cars. 

Must be distributed equitably In time of scarcity 1888, 710; 189S 827 

Not to be used for warehouse purposes.. . 1889 996 

When Used fob Wabbhousb Pubposbb, Ohabgbs fob— see Demurraoe. 
Lack of -see also FaUvre to Furnish Cars, 

Discussed by L. 8. Coffin 1887 70 

Sending off Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight, 

Wabming of. 

Lighting of— see Lightina Cars. 

What Constitutes Adequate Supply of— see Equipmemt, 

Cab Load Bates. 

Attempted abolition of 1866, 45, 47; 1886 81 

Iowa State Jobbers and Manufacturers' association, protest against abolition of 1886 47 

Merrill & Keeney. Des Moines, v. C. & N.-W. et al., on furniture 1883, 078; 1884 09 

On mixed car load of linseed and carbon oils 1898 844 

Proposition to abolish indefinitely postponed 1866 68 

Becognitlon of by Colorado law 1885 48 

Cabs off Its Own Line— see Refusal to Receive and Forward Freight, also Fatture to 
Furnish Cars. 
Owned bt Shippeb, unjust discrimination of, paper on, by Judge Schoonmaker, 

ex-interstate commerce commissioner. 1691 80 

Pbiyate, Disobimination in Use of— see Discrimination. 

Cabbiebs 

Bound by quotation of rates by agents 1886 000 

Their relations to each other discussed 1884 7 

Cabbieb's Bisk -see Owner's Risk. 

CabbiedP^st Station. 

Boyle, I. W , Clarkyille, v. C. G. W., carried past station 1889, 961; 180S 868 

Lightner, F. E , Carthage, Mo., y. C. G. W 1697 137 

Windell, W. 8., Castalia, v. C, M. & St. P , refusal to stop at Castalia 1898 868 

Cabbying Passenobbs on Fbeioht Tbains -see Train Service, 

Cash Value -see Value, Present Cash. 

cattle Ouabds— see also Crossings. 

Bell, W. S., Des Moines, ▼. B., C. B. ft N., refusal to construct 1889 1066 

Campbell, F. B., et al , Bismarck, y. C, M. & St. P., danger to cattle from loca- 
tion of fence, petition for cattle guards 189S 856-857 

Chapman, H. G., SiouxCity, y. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1898 750 

Frazier, George, Panora, y. D. M. N . & W., def ectl Ye, stock killed 1897 110 

Gardner, John M , Leon, y. D. M., O. & 8., cattle guards and fencing 1884 649 

Jamison, J. B., Oskaloosa. Y. C, B. & Q , failure to put in 1888 566 

Jaryls, M , Morning Sun, Y. Iowa Central, petition for 1895 153 

Long, Ira, Luther, y. St. L., D. M ft N , application for at farm crossing 1888 737 

Mohr, John, Fort Dodge, y. M. C. ft Ft. D., application for 1887 780 

McCall, W. B., Ogden, y. M. ft St. L., petition for 1885 556 

Moone, N. B., Clarinda, y. C, B ft Q , cattle guards at crossing 1882 487 

Onerem, J. L., et al , Thor, y. C. & N.-W., petition for cattle guards 1886 556 

Petition for rehearing 1886 571 

Tibbetts, D. D., et al , Oglen. y. C, Ft. M. ft D. M , petition for 1898 887 

Changing Name of Stations. 

Arlington, citizens of, petition for, C, M. ft St. P., from Brush Creek to y 1806 19 

Knfield, Cooley, E. G., y. C, M. ft St. P., Strawberry Point 1884 563 

Luyerne, citizens of, y. C. ft N.-W., application for 1887, 780; 1888 706 
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Ohanging Namis or Stations— Continued— 

Blver Junction, Musser, J. D. , et al., ▼. B., O. B. A N., petition for 1888, 749; 1803 211 

Bewal, Banta, Ira, Y. 0., M. &St. P 1895 146 

Strawberry Point, citizens of, t. O., M. & St. P., petition for 1888 724 

Ticonic, Grant township, citizens of, ▼. O. & D., petition for 1888 725 

Vincent, Anderson & Bichards, y. O., B. I. &P 1892 833 

Ohaross. 

Orary Bros., Boone, y. St. L , D. & N., prepayment of freight charges 1886 604 

Wasson, J. A., Boscoe, Kan., y. O., M. & St. P., duties of carriers 1883 666 

Ohabitt Fbeight— Shaw, H . B., Nora Springs, free carriage of 1806 166 

TIAB. PAGB. 

Oharitablx institutions, churches not such, as contemplated by law, with respect 

to special rates (Commissioner Dey) 1888 838 

Ohoicb or Mabkits, Shippibs and Boutss, Bight to— see Bights of Shippen, 

Ohurohbs may obtain special rates on building material 1888' 837 

OiiAiMB— see also Damages, 
Fob Damages BbsuijTing Fbom Obstbugtions— see ObstmUion, 
Fob Damages BEsniiTiNO pbom FAiiiUBE to Beobiye Gabs— see Fa/Oure to Fur- 
nish Cars. 
Fob BvruND of Oyebghabge— see Overehargs, 

PrlYate, Oommissioners no authority to .collect 1889 1082 

Fob goods Lost ih Tbaksit— see Lost in Transit, 
FoH Stock KiLiiED— see Stock Killed, 

OiiAssiPiOATiON or Fbeight. 

Basalt Plaster, Basalt Plaster Go., Des Moines 1894 240 

Boilers, second-hand ; 1893 847 

Boilers, second-hand, Gottstein, F., y. Inspection Bureau 1802 847 

Bottles, empty, returned, T. W. Bogers for Iowa Bottlers' Association 1894 305 

Capacity of Gars, France, H. G., Bose Hill, y. G., B. I. &P 1807 185 

Goal, Keefe Goal Go., Ft. Dodge, y. III. Gent 1896 168 

Gorn Planters, E. D 1890 957 

Grackers , ShaYer & Dows, Gedar Bapids , y. Joint Western Gltuisification 1883 659 

Grushed stone for road purposes 1894 350 

Discrimination in, Westphal, Hinds & Go. , Dubuque, y. B., G. B. & N 1881 125 

Discrimination in Glasslfication of flour, Grystal Mill and Grain Go., Gouncil 

Bluffs, Y. Iowa Pool Lines ...1883 708 

Dog skins, Herman ft Gownie, Des Moines, petition for change In 1895 221 

Drugs, Miller, W. G., Ottumwa, Iowa Glasslfication maximum not minimum... . 1896 166 

Farmwagons, Star Wagon Go., Gedar Bapids, Y.B*y Go's 1886 508 

Glucose, James v. Mahoney, Sioux Gity 1894 273 

GraYel and sand 1894 869 

Hancock, John T. & Son, Dubuque, y. B., G. B. A N. B'y, lack of uniformity 1880 23 

Logs, rough, Des Moines Fence Oo. and Des Moines Kxcelsior Works et al 1801 782 

Linseed and carbon oils in mixed car loads, application for car load rates 1802 844 

LiYe stock, H. G. S. Godd, Westfield ..i 1804 26i» 

Merchandise, Hummer, G^eorge, Iowa Gity, y. B., G B. & N., discrimination in... 1880 153 

Minimum weights, Eetcham ft Johnson Go., Marshalltown, y. G. ft N.-W 1897 108 

National Uniform freight classification discussed 1887, 49; 1896 . 11 

Of freights, commissioners* 1889 963 

Bailroad ties, J. G. Taylor, Percy 1894 240 

Band, Besley, L. G., Gouncil Bluffs, y. G., B. ft Q., petition for restoration of pre- 

Yious classification on 1898 247 

Sandandstone 1894 869 

Sawdust and fuel, Minesh, E. D. ft Go., Eagle GroYe 1897 164 

Silicon wall plaster. 1894 369 

Syrup in pails, Mendel, H., Neola, Y. G., B. 1. ft P 1887 759 

Syrup in pails, Tucker Bros , Brooks, y. G., B. ft Q. B'd Go 1887 759 

Wagons, democrat spring 1894 359 

Western Wheeled Scraper Go., Aurora, 111., y. road making machines 1804 182 

Worcester ft Son, Des Moines, y. Yarious lines, change of on goods in transit 1886 540 

18 
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OiiASsmCATiOM or BAII.BOADB— see also Rate9t FreioM. 

A.,B.aiid 1878,54,07; 1881 85 

Milner, T. H., Iowa Falls, y. B., O.B. & N., complaint of 188S 46i 

OOAL, Appbopbiation OP BT OABBiBBg-«ee Appropriation of Coal. 

OoAii HousB SiTBB— see Sites. 

OoAL, Mihuium Wbioht op in Oab Loads— see Minimwn Weioht. 

Stewart, James, et al., ▼. O. & N.-Wm scarcity of 1882 442 

OOAL Batbs— see Rates, 

Pbtitioh pob ADYAiroB IN— see Bates, 

For distance less than fire miles 1890 903-938 

OiiBANiNG Gbain IN Tbanbit— see MiUing in IVan«(t. 

OOPPIN, L. S., paper on automatic couplers and brakes 1887, 69 ; 1889 47 

OONOBSSiONB TO Labgb Shippbbs— See Car Load Bates. 

Ck>lOfI88I0NBB8— AUTHOBITT, POWBBS AND DUTIXS OP— 

To act, when In doubt, should not be exercised 1889 109S 

Derived from statute, beyond Its expressed provisions they cannot act 1889 lOHSZ 

Have no authority to require crossings where no highway has been established 

as required by law 1893 262 

To stop the running of trains In cases of unsafe condition of road 1898 706 

No authority to Interpret the law differently from its plain reading 1892 846 

May order additional train service— see also Train Service 1891 806 

To order freight transfer for L. 0. L. shipments 1893 168 

To order undercrosslngs 1898 28 

Duties and jurisdiction of....' 1878,5,17,50,63,54; 1879 71 

under the law of 1884 1884 42 

Increased powers of discussion In relation to shippers and carriers 1884 81 

law glvlDg additional power to 1887 906 

'Dutlesof, enlarged by legislature 1802 24 

Jurisdiction of 1891 88, 862 

Old and new laws compared 1892 25 

Duties and powers discussed 1888 21, 39 

Duties and powers as defined by United States supreme court 1894 190 

Laws of 1888, granting additional power and making elective 1888 31 

Decisions of , enforced In courts 1892 21, 39 

In different states 1878 52 

Expenses of boards of railroad commissioners, by states 1807 248, 248 

In Great Britain 1878 67 

Original organization of 1878 3 

OOMMI88IONBB8— 

Anderson, A. B., 

appointed 1881 3 

termexplred 1884 3 

Campbell, Frank T., 

appointed 1888 3 

elected 1889 3 

drew three years term by lot 1889 4 

termexplred 1802 3 

Carpenter, O. 0., 

appointed 1878 8 

resigned 1878 3 

Coffin, L. S., 

appointed 1882 3 

reappointed 1885 3 

termexplred 1888 3 

Dawson, E. A., 

appointed to fill vacancy 1896 12 

elected 1897 12 
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OoMMiBSiONSBS— Continued— 
Dey, Peter A., 

appointed.. 18T8 3 

reappointed 1886 3 

elected 1880 8 

drew two years term by lot 1880 4 

termexpired , 1801 3 

re-elected 1898 3 

term expired 1805 iv 

Luke, John W., 

elected 1801 ^ 3 

re-elected 1804 3 

deceased, memorial statement 1885,1; 1806 12 

McDlll, J. W., 

appointed ^ 1878 3 

resigned 1881 3 

reappointed 1884 3 

term expired 1887 3 

Perkins, George W., 

elected 1883 3 

re-elected 1806 12 

Smith, Spencer, 

appointed 1887 3 

elected 1880 3 

drew one year term by lot 1880 4 

re-elected .* 1800 3 

termezplred 1803 3 

Wilson, James, 

appointed 1882 3 

resigned 1863 3 

WoodruflP, M. O., 

appointed 1878 3 

termezplred 1882 3 

Combinations Bbtwssn Tbunk Linss and Fbu>brs— see Pro-ralina, 

OOMMBiGv, Intnbbtatb— see TntertitoAt Commerce, 

OOMMON Oabribbs, must not discriminate in favor of themselves as private mer- 
chants 1880 1046 

Commutation Tiokbts— see Passenger Fare. 

COMPABATiVB TONNAGi, in carloads and less than carloads 1888 32 

COMPBTiTiON, its effect on rates * 1886 34 

CoNOBAiiMBNT IN Bailboad Attaibb— see Puiblietty. 

Condition OT BOADB, improved physical 1801 25 

Condition or Wbstbbn BAHiVOADS— see BaUroad SUuaUont etc. 

Amount of business offered railroads 1801 4 

COinTilGTI^O AND DlSPUTBD Pbovisionb ot thb JjAw—BeeLow. 

OONNBGTiON, Obosbings, discussion of 1884 70 

OONSIDBBATION, TAXBS VOTBD FOB BAILBOADS, A PABT OF— See StoUOTlS. 

OoNBiDBBATiON OF Iowa Bailboads, discussed 1870 60 

CONDBMNATION PbOGBBDINGS. 

Cannot be maintained where company has no road in operation 1808 186 

Commissioners no authority to compel the railroad companies to exercise 1803 101 

Duty of carrier to exercise in certain cases 1801 823 

Law granting for depot purposes 1884 86 

Bight to exercise not included in right of eminent domain 1887 670 

Applications for^ 

Charles City, Cedar Falls & Minnesota Bd. Co. v. land owners 1806 ' 15 

Cedar Rapids, C. & N .-W. and B., 0. B. & N. Bys. v. land owners 1806 24 

Davenport, by C, B. L & P 1808 77 

Des Moines, C, B. & Q. Bd. Oo. V. Thomas Canghan, Sr., et al 1885 540 

Des Moines, Des Moines & Kansas City Bd. Co. v. certain land owners 1801 767 

Dixon, B., 0. B. & N. By. Co. V. G. W.King, et al 1884 600 

Dubuque, Union Depot company of 1886 480 

Ehler, Dubuque & Sioux City Bd. Co. v. certain land owners 1808 146-221 



276 APPENDIX. 

■ TSAB. PAQS 

OoNDBMNAnON Pbooiu>ino»— Applications toT-^ontlnued— 

Eldridge Junction, by O., M. & St. P Ig08 eo 

Eyanston, Mason Oityft <rt. Dodger, certain land owners 1891 798 

Garner, Finch & Hay ward of, inquiries ooncemiug 1884 5i8 

Goose Lake, O. &N.-W. By. Oo. ▼. certain property owners 1800 947 

Iowa Oity, by O., B. I.&P.By.Oo 1898 58 

Macuta, Chicago, Santa Fe & Oallfornia By. Oo. ▼. John Tager, et al 1887 78S 

Oelwein, for tracks to shops of O. G. W. By. Oo 1895 136 

Onawa, Oherokee & Dakota Bd. Oo. ▼. certain land owners 1888 709 

Oto, Oherokee ft Dakota Bd. Oo. ▼. certain land owners 1888 708 

Osceola, Des Moines ft Kansas Oity Bd. Oo. ▼. landowners 1896 86 

Osceola, 0., B. ft Q. Bd. Oo. ▼. land owners 1806 27 

Oskaloosa, Oent. Iowa By. ▼. Baldwin, Mary, et al 1886 578 

Oskaloosa, on Iowa Central 1897 45 

Ottumwa, O., M. ft St. P. By. Oo. ▼. Daniel and Bridget Bughrua 1884 608 

Ottumwa, for union depot at 1887 690 

Sheldon, Cherokeeft Dakota ▼. certain land owners 1888 686 

Sioux Oity, Sioux City, Chicago ft Baltimore By. Co. ▼. certain land owners. . . . 1893 135 

Waterloo, Dub. ft S. 0. Bd. Oo. ▼. Waterloo Water Co. et al., petition in 1890 801 

Waterloo, Dub. Si S. 0. Bd. Co. ▼. certain land owners 1890 963 

Waverly, by Waverly Short Line 1898 81 

0«in»AGT. 

Boadworkby 1891 86 

Quotation of rates by agent and acceptance thereof constitutes 1886 609 

For exemption of liability from fires set by engines 1895 xxxt 

Concerning contract of release from liability by fire caused by railway company 1897 165 
OoKTBcOT, Violation or. 

Berry, W. T. Marshalltown, ▼. W., I ft N., in proyiding crossing 1886 567 

Davison, M., Piano, ▼. Wabash, in building side track, etc 1882 649 

Day, F. A., Oastana, ▼. Maple Biver Bd. Oo. in location of railroad 1884 585 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, ▼. O. ft N.- W. By., failure to construct side track 1886 573 

Elliott, W. P.. Morning Sun, ▼. C, B. ft Q., failure to fence 1883 729 

Fauser, W. D., Wirt, ▼. H. ft S., violation of right of way contract 1887 688 

Fort Dodge, city of, ▼. C. B. I. ft P. et al., failure to operate road 1889 988,987 

Harshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, ▼. St. L., K. ft N.- W., failure to provide cross- 
ings and fence in consideration of right of way 1892 841 

Hunter, A., Wyman, v. B. ft N. W., failure to build cattle guards, fences, etc..... 1883 701 

Kenyon, F. L. et al., Iowa City, v. B., 0. B. ft N., failure to run chair cars 1888 676 

Macrae, D., mayor of Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. ft P., andO. ft N.-W., in abandon- 
ing Council Bluffs as western terminus 1892 846 

Orilla, citizens of V. 0. G. W., in maintaining station 1894 888 

Pbelan, James. Maltland, Dakota, v. 0., M. ft St. P. By. Co., failure to furnish 

shipping facilities 1885 518 

Seevers, W. A. et al., Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, station accommodations 1886 580 

Springer, A., Prairie City, v. C, B. I. ft P., refusal to redeem commutation tickets 1886 580 

Torkelson, Nels et al., Austin, v. C, M. ft St. P., failure to put in station 1898 803 

Yaggy, E. H , Audubon, v. B., O. B. ft N., on rates on emigrant movables 1886 583 

OORVBNTION OT StATB BAILROAD COMMISSIONS B8. 

With Interstate commerce commission 1889, 19; 1891, 80-29; 1898, 44; 1893, 40a; 1894, 

361;1895, xxxvlil;1896, 10.... 1897 11 

With commissioners of surrounding states 1881 164 

COOLBT, Judos T. M., on Ballroad Commissions 1888 46 

Address on " The Bailway Problem *' 1891 89 

Article on " Popular and Legal Views of Traffic Pooling^* 1887 34 

CONSTBUOTION AOOOUNTS, open discussed 1878 38-39 

CONTBOL OT Bailboads BY GovsBBTMViT— see Government Control, 

CONTBOL BT Statb— sse Stotc ControU, 

COHTBOb OF Station Gbounds— see Omnibus PrMHeoes, 

CoNVSNTiON Batss— see Rates, 

OOBBT Batbs, request of commissioners for temporary reduction of 1886 619 
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Average Of roads in different States. 1880 175 

Difficnlty in obtaininflf information on 1884 17 

Discussion on 1887 51 

Earnings of , in excess of 6 per cent on 180,000 per mile 1891 86,37 

Of construction, per mile 1878 85 

Of equipment, per mile 1878 86 

To move freight, per ton per mile, discussed 1884, 89; 1888 764-788 

OT OvSB and UNDIB BAILBOAD OBOSSINOB, APPOBTIOBIinNT or— see OrO08in08. 

OouPLEBS— AuTOMATio— AMD Bbakbs— see also Automatic C<mplar8. 

Automatic, paper on, by Commissioner Ooffln 1886, 90; 1887, 60; 1889 47 

Different types of couplers considered 1891 80,25 

Discussion of Iowa law requiring their use ....1890 7 

Law concerning 1891 18- 

Law of 1890, as amended in 1898. 1898 

Becommendations of commissioners' convention for law concerning 1898 46 

Test of in Massachusetts, reported .....1884 40 

Generally used 1896 4 

OoupiiiirG Gabs. 

Loss of life and personal injury discussed 1884 39 

OouBTS, Oases Pbmding in. Bbpobt ot Attobnbt-Obnbbai/— seeLitlflutfon. 

State courts to take cognizance of order of commissioners 1891 868 

Obossings, Fabm. 

At grade, and over or under grade, discussed 1898 18,85 

Decision of supreme court regarding 1898 85,88 

Mattersof public right, decision by supreme court.. ^ 1888 88 

Overhead farm crossing, decision of supre me court on, discussed 1898 88, 89 

Legislation recommended 1889,48; 1891 48 

Pbtitions tob. Oomplaints Oonobbning. 

Amundson, Helga, Ellsworth, v. O. & N.-W., obstructed by snow 1888 788 

Anderson, W. M., St. Charles, V. D. M. & K. O., at grade 1897 83 

Barnes. B. H. and J. H., Olivet, v. C, B. L ft P., under, open 1893 861 

Beck, Joseph, Marcus, v. D. & S. 0. (111. Cent.), under 1891 885 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, v. W., I. & N., contract for violated 1886 657 

Berry, W. T., Marshalltown, V. C. G. W., under crossing 1805 164 

Blackman, G. M , Newton, V. C, B. 1. & P., at grade, farm 1890 909 

Brockman, William, Baxter, v. C, St. P. & E. C, open farm 1890 912 

Brownell, H. S , Spirit Lake, v. C, M. & St. P., open-H3attle guard 1898 845 

Bums, Thomas, Breda, V. C. ft N.-W., at grade 1883 680 

Cain, Dennis, Arthur, V. O. ft N.-W.,. unsuitable 1888 780 

Chapman, H. G., Sioux City, V. C, M. ft St. P., location of 1890 846 

Cole, Lyman, V. B , C. B. ft N., under, petition for 1896 157 

Cunningham ft Jones, Marshalltown, v. C, M. ft St. P. , petition for 1898 880 

Cutchfield, J. W , Lucas, V. C, B ft Q., ordinary 1805 186 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, v. M. C. ft Ft. D., open and cattle guards 1887 716 

Cutler, G L., Clarion, V, M. C. ft Ft. D., under farm 1889 1089 

Cutler, G. L., Clarion, V. M. C. ft Ft. D., petition for under 1890 850 

Outler,G.L 1893 83 

Davise, J. K., Bagley, v. C, M. ft St. P , open 1898 76 

Davitt, James, Cummings, V. 0. G. W., under 1895 186 

Denison, T. W„ Clarion, v. M. C. ft Ft. D., replacing and repairing farm crossing. 1896 68 

Dennis, I. V., Coral viUe, v. C, B. I. ft P., under, failure to maintain 1889 979 

Deluhery, T , Sumner, V. M. ft N. W., farm and cattle guards 1886 596 

Eckstein, H. etal., Cresco, v.C, M. ft St. P., open.., 1805 802 

Ennessy, P., New Hampton, v. C , St P. ft K. C, petition for under ... 1889 1073 

Ennessy, P., New Hampton, v. C. G. W., defective under bridge 1898 167 

Fanser, W. D., Wirt, v. H. & S., contract providing, ignored 1887 682 

Fisher, B. B., Knoxville, v. C, B. I. ft P., overhead 1888 480 

Fordyce, Harry, Liberty ville, v. C, B. I. ft P., petition for farm 1886 609 

Fuller, H. E., Ealo, V. M. ft St. L., petition for farm 1885 563 

Glays, J., Liberty ville, v. C, Ft. M. ft D. M., petition as per contract 1893 837 

Graves, R T., Mason City, v. M. C. ft Ft. D., under 1896 36 
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Hamilton, William B., Washington, t. , R I. & P., nnder bridge 

Hankee, A.ngnst, Wall Lake, ▼. O. & N.-W., petition for open 

Heavilin, 8. R., Oladbrook, ▼. O. G. W., replacing 

Helmer, M. F., MechaniCByille, y. O. ft N.- W.. repairs on 

Hickman, O. J., Mets, ▼. O., B. I. ft P , petition to restore plank in 

Hickman, O. J., Mets, ▼. O., B. I. ft P., defective farm 

Hoover, O. B., Delphos, ▼. O., B. & Q., under and cattle guard 

Hopkins, David, Panora, v. D. M., N. ft W., petition for nnder 

Humphrey, Banford, Jefferson county, v. O., B I. ft P., protest against filling 

crossing under bridge 

Ives, Julius, Dickens, v. O., M. ft St. P., petition for open 

Jar vis, Myers, Morning Sun, v. Iowa Oent.. cattle guards and fencing 

Kendall, J. F., Fredericksburg, v. O. G. W., under grade 

Kiel, De Kalb, v. H. ft S., petition for farm 

Korns, Jacob, Hartwick, v. 0. ft N. -W., under, failure to repair 

Lemen, J. H , Oolfaz, v. 0., B. I. ft P., ordinary, at grade 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. O. G. W„ petition for open farm 

Lister, William, Newton, v. O., B. 1. ft P., petition for open 

Lynch, P., New Hampton, v. 0:, St. P. ft K. 0., under farm 1888, 701; 

Madson, O. et al., Oresco, v. O., M. ft St. P., open 

Martin, J. H., Tripoli, v. O., St. P. & K. O., protest against removing 

Martin, J., Bagley, V. O., M. ft St. P., with cattle guards 

Meyer, Arend, Holland, v. B., O. B. ft N., under grade 

Miller, James T , Bristow, v. Dub. ft Dak , impassable condition of 

Morrison, D., Arthur, v. O. ft N.- W., petition to repair under 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. 0., M. ft St. P., overhead farm 1886, 587; 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, v. 0., M. ft St. P., board's decision discussed 

Supreme court's opinion in 

Norton, B. P., Oresco, v. O., M. ft St. P., board's decision discussed 

Over holt, E. 8., Wyoming, v. 0. ft N.- W., petition for under 

Pease, John, Farragut, v. 0., B. ft Q., petition for reopening farm 

Peek, J. W., Truro, V. D. M. ftK. O., open 

Phipps, A.S, Farragut, V. 0., B. ft Q., open 

Pine, N. A., Algona, V. O., M. ft St. P., under grade 

Poorbaugh, H., Oolfaz, v. O., B. L ft P., at grade 

Plato, O., for A. Bartlett, Oorrectionville, v. 111. Oent., open crossing 

Pryor, A. M., Leon, v. D. M. ft K. 0., petition for farm 

Byan, B. B. J., Leighton, v. 0. B. I. ft P., over 

Bcanlon, Thos. , Grafton, v. O., M. ft St. P., petition for farm 

Schade, Oonrad, Glenwood, v. O., B. ft Q., petition to leave, under bridge 

Schrimper, Mrs. F., Linn Junction, v. O., M. ft St. P., under grade 

Smith, J. H., Ira, v. O. G. W., petition to open farm crossing as per contract 

Smith, E. O., Grown, v. O., B. ft Q., petition for under farm 

Stanton, Franklin, Shenandoah, v. O. ft St. L , dangerous 

Stephens, A. O., Glidden, v. O. ft N.-W., petition for open farm. 

Swain, J. W., Guthrie county, v. O., M. ft St. P., petition for under 

Swisher, J. D. W., Sigourney, v. 0., B. I. ft P., over 1895, 116; 

Tunnlcliffe, G. and 0., Bingham, v. O. ft St. L., petition for open 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, v. M. ft St. L., taking up plank 

Walleck, S. M., Shambaugh, v. O., B. ft Q., petition for open 

Warf«l, B. F., Washington, v. O., B. I. ft P., under, for stock 

Welday, James, Fairfield, v. 0., Ft. M. ft D. M., open 

Wamock, Alexander, Sigourney, v. B., O. K. ft N., petition for under 

Wamock, Alexander, case, petition for under — 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, v. B., O. B. ft N. (test case) in court 

Waroock, Alexander, Sigourney, attorney-general's report concerning 

Warnock, Alexander, Sigourney, supreme court's opinion or discussiou'of . .... 

White, Dr. B. S , Oreston, v. O., B. ft Q., protest against filling under bridge 

Willson, Isaac, Henderson, v. O., B. ft Q., open 

Zurcher, Farmersburg, v. Oi, M. ft St. P., petition for under 
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At grade, their coostruotlon over station gronnds discussed 1893 16-156 

Expense of relocation must be borne by railroad company, opinion by attorney- 
general...'. 1889 1066 

Oiscnssionof . 1896, 10; 1893 7 

Legislation recommended 1885.60; 1889,39; 1891 44 

Jurisdiction of commission in ordering .1894, 173; 1898 7 

Should railway companies grade full width on right of way 1895 19S 

Numberinlowa » 1893 1 

Pbtitionb tob, Oomplaints Congbbnino— 

Adams, B. M., road supervisor, Olarke county, ▼. O., B. & Q 1891 728 

Anderson, William M., St. Oharles, ▼. D. M. & E. O., alley 1897 83 

Anderson, Frank, Dawson, ▼. O , M. & St. P., concerning rights of county 1808 64 

Arcadia, town of, ▼ O. & N.-W , opening street 1897 38 

Bargfrlede, Wm., et al., Arcadia, ▼. O. & N.-W., street crossing 1898 847 

Binford, J. D., Allen*s Grove, v. 0., M. & St. P., unsafe condition of . . 1886 . 555 

Boatwrlght, G. J., Hastle, v. Wabash, petition for reopening of 1898 837 

Buckley, O., New Hampton, v. 0. G. W., unfit condition of 1898 77 

Brooks, M., et al., V. 0. & N.-W., dangerous 1894 344 

Bryan, J. 0.,Bouton, v.O,M. & 8 1. P., petition for 1890 960 

Burch, A. M., road supervisor, Dixon, v. B., O. B. & N., defective 1889 lOBl 

Carpenter, for board of supervisors, Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., petition for 1896 68 

Oenter township. Mills county, v. O., B. & Q., dangerous condition of 1886 678 

Olark, J. S., Davis City, v. O., B. A Q., opening street across right of way 1898 838 

Ooffio, L. 8 , V. 111. Gent, and M. & St L., dangerous at Fort Dodge 1888 713 

OomstocU, J. L., et al., Hardy, v. B , O. B. & N , petition for street crossing 1896 138 

Oordell, J. L., road supervisor, Boone, v. D. M. N. & W., petition for 1893 887 

Oorsant, Benjamin, et al., Bagley, v. O., M. & St. P , petition for 1898 808 

Oorwith, citizens of, V. M. & St. L . petition for 1886 598 

Crawford, M. A , Glard, V. 0., M. & St. L., failure to plank. 1807 148 

Davis, George W , mayor of Hastings, v. C, B. & Q.. for flagman at 1892 831 

Davis, L. B, Bridgewater, V. C, B. & Q , petition for 1894 311 

Dicker, F. E., Correctionville, v. C. & N.-W., relocation of highway 1891 799 

Dodd, Andrew, Traer, V. B., C. B. <& N 1882 588 

Elkport, town of, V. C , M. & St. P., failure to plank 1897 143 

Felton, J. B., supervisor, New Virginia, v. D. M . & K. C, defective 1898 780 

Ferguson, W. P., county attorney, Paice county, Shenandoah, for board of super- 
visors, v. 0. B. & Q, petition for highway crossings 1898,868; 1894 178 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. 0., B. I. & P. and M. & St. L., overhead, street 1898 808 

Francis, P. H., Cedar Baplds, inquiry as to duty of railway company as to grade. 1895 195 

Frantz.B.G.,Blairst3wn,v.0.&. N.-W., petition for 1694 315 

French, D. A., road supervisor, Bowan, v. B., O. B. ft N., petition for 1898 854 

Funk, J. H , Iowa Falls, v. 111. Cent., dangerous and dark street crossing 1896 69 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Oltisens of Murray, dangerous obstruction 1887 687 

Graff, N. H, V. C. & N.-W., dangerous street crossing 1806 188 

Haviland, D. A., Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L. and 111. Cent , dangerous 1886 609 

Her som, H., DlagOQal, V. H. & S., highway 1894 851 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county supervisors, v. C. & N.-W., under grade.. 1896 71 

Hutchinson, attorney for Sioux county, near Maurice 1897 59 

Independence township, Jasper county, trustees of, v. W. , I. & N., unsafe 1885 543 

Johnson, H., Casey, V C, B. I. & P., petition for 1893 165 

Jost, F. J., mayor of Bemsen, v. 111. Cent., defective, street 1898 839 

Keep, Fred A., Bock Baplds, v. C, M. & St. P., dangerous highway 1884 506 

Kendig, B. F., road supervisor, CenterviUe, v. la. Cent. B*y, undergrade 1898 78 

Elncaid, A. W., Mt. Pleasant, v. St. L., E. & N. W., overhead, defective 1889 1085 

Lamoille, trustees of, v.O.&N-W,, unfit condition of 1896 170 

Latham, Fred, Fort Dodge, v. 111. Cent, et al., obstructing view of 1890 847 

Laubach, H., Goldfield, V. 0. & N.-W., highway 1894 854 

Louisa county supervisors v. Iowa Cent, et al., under grade 1896 34 

Lestina, road supervisors, Froellch, v. C, M. & St. P., overflow of 1897 119 

Long Creek township. Van Wert, v. H. & S , overhead, too low 1897 184 

Luther, C. D., road supervisor, Marcus, v. 111. Cent., grading road crossing 1893 845 
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Marshall county, supervisors of, t. O. & N.-W., petition for new highway cross- 
ing on relocation of highway ..1889 1064 

Meyers, N. W., Lamoille, ▼. O. & K.-W., condition of approache» 1898 109 

McOregor, city of, ▼. O., M. & Bt. P., over-crossing on high way 1689 1009 

McElmpson, L., Thayer, V. O., B. & Q., petition for 1897 112 

Merrltt, George H.. GUdden, v. 0. ft N.-W., refusal to put In 1885 569 

MitchellvlUe v. 0., B. I. & P., street across station grounds 1894 358 

Molsberry, M. M., Olarksville, v. B., O. B. & N., highway crossing 1896 189 

Moon, 0. H., Ackworth, v. 0., B. & Q., dangerous approach to 1889 1047 

Moralee, O., Allison, v. O., 8t. P. & E. 0., petition for two highways 1891 817 

Mouw, B., et al., Slouz Center, v. 8. O. & N., dangerous 1896 110 

Murray, citizens of, v. O., B. ft Q., obstruction of view at highway. 1886 666 

Nagle, Oonrad, supervisor, Odebolt, v. O: ft N.-W., defective highway 1892 887 

Neola, V. 0., B. I. ft P. and O., M. ft St. P., overhead street crossings 1893 806 

Nicholas, James, road supervisor, Hamilton township, Iowa county, v. O., M. ft 

St. P., dangerous crossing near highway, Williamsburg 1891 796 

Page county, supervisors of, v. O., B. ft'Q., jarlsdlctlon of commissioners In estab- 
lishing highway crossings 1894 178 

Pofflnberger, A., Marshall county, v. O. G. W. B*y, highway 1893 808 

Polk county, citizens of, v. O., St. P. ft K. 0., protest against dangerous 1887 718 

Portland township, Algona, v. 0. ft N.-W., petition for 1891 861 

Pottawattamie county, citizens of, v. O , M. ft St. P , better approaches to 1892 786 

Pottawattamie county, v. O. ft St. L., petition to repair . 1893 805 

Pundt, F., Iowa county, v. O., M. ft St. P., petition for 1808, 260; ,1894 314 

Baymond, J. O. Algona, V. B., O. B. ft N., opening of 1897 61 

Baymond. J. O., Algona, v.O. & N.-W., failure to open . 1898 71-76 

Baymond ft Baymond, Algona, v. B., O. B. ft N.. at grade 1898 64 

Bedmond, J. M., Oedar Bapids, v. O. ft N.-W., electric signal for 1893 187-138 

Bockwell Olty, incorporated town of, v. D. M., N ft W., street crossing 1898 47 

Bogers, F.B.,etal.,Brltt, V.O., M. ft St. P., petition for. ; 1886 529 

Bogers, H. A., Boone, V. 0. ft N.-W. petition for 1887 777 

Buehle, Oharles, Buthven, v. C, B. I. ft P . , repairs on, drainage, etc 1894 302 

Bussell, John W . , et al., Kllduff, v. Central Iowa, petition for 1884 687 

Buthven, citizens of , v. O . , M . ft St . P., over station grounds 1886 561 

Schooler, Peter, Summerset, v 0., B. I. ft P., petition for highway crossing 1886 690 

Simpson, J. H., BockValley, V. O., M. ftSt. P., petition for.... 1895 285 

Sprague, J. F., Bussell, v. 0., B. ft Q., complaint should show what street 1898 48 

Steamboat Bock, cltlsens of, v. la. O., street crossing at grade 1896 32 

Thomas, A. D., Fredericksburg, v. O. G. W , across station grounds 1898 166 

Turner, John, supervisor, Lenox, v. O. B. ft Q., petition for 1892 826 

Union township, Boone county, trustees of, v. M. ft St. L., defective 1886 584 

Vincent, Leon, et al.. Fort Dodge, v. D. ft S. O. (111. Gent.) overhead 1893 148 

Wells, L., township clerk. Mallard, v. O., B. I. ft P., petition for 1892 801 

Woodford, S. 0., road supervisor, Olay, v. la. Oent., petition for 1805 148 

Tates, William, GUdden, v. 0. ft N. • W. petition for and cattle guard 1884 563 

Zenor, W. H., road supervisor, Ontario, v . O. ft N.-W., petition for « 1894 320 

Obossings at Station Gboundb— see Obstruction; also. Crossings, Highway. 

Obossings BiiOOkadvd by TBAiNS-HBee Obstm^ing Streets, 

BOBBING, Stbbbt, BiiOOkadsd WITH Tbainb— See Obstruction. 

Obobbing Stops. 

Adel, citizens of, v. D. M. ft Ft. D., failure to let passengers off 1882 558 

Altoona, citizens of, v. O., B. I. ft P., failure to stop at intersection 1894 181 

Bennett, L. D., Mason Olty, v. B., O. B. ft N., failure to stop 1892 855 

Boyd, J. I., Herndon. V. 0., M. ft St. P., failure to stop. 1884 595 

Oarr, 0. W., et al., Dow Olty v. O. ft N.-W., failure to stop at Arion 1894 380 

Doughty, B. F., and 0. W. Oarr, Dow Olty, v. O. ft N.-W., failure to stop 1894 330 

Dunsmore, N., Bockwell, V. Oentrallowa, failure to stop 1882 529 

Foster, W. J. , Olarksville, v. B., 0. B. ft N., B'y, failure to stop 1884 546 

Bequlrement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 
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Adequate, should be defined by legislative enactment « 1898 29 

At grade, dangerous ... . 1893 28 

At grade, discussed .... 1888 28 

At grade, laws of variouB states concerning 1887 711 

Oonnection at grade 1884 . 79 

Intersecting 1884 78 

Grossing over railroad, what constitutes " an adequate crossing " 1893 23 

Beguirement concerning stopping of trains at 1884 85 

OOMPLAINTS OONOmNma. 

O., Ft M. & O. M. B. B. Oo., ▼. 0., B. & Q. and St. L., K. & N.-W., petition for grade 1890 926 

O. A N.-W. B'y Oo. ▼. S. O. & N., protest against grade at Maurice 1889 1014 

O , B I. & P. B'y Oo. ▼. O., St. P. & K. O.. at grade 1887 785 

O., B. I. ftp. B'yOo. ▼. F. M. AD. M., atgradeatLlbertyTllle..... 1892 743 

O , B. I. & P. ▼. D. I. & D. B. B Oo., in Muscatine county 1888 829 

Humeston A; Shen. B. B. Oo. ▼. O , St. P. A; K. O , at grade 1887 709 

111. Oent. and Oed. Falls A Minn. ▼. Waverly Short Line, et al., at grade 1886 576 

LakeManawaB'y Oo. ▼. 0., B. I.&P., et al., atgradeincity 1887 739 

Law requiring, discussed 1884 86 

Mason Oity A Ft. Dodge B. B. Oo. ▼. Orooked Oreek B*y Oo., at grade 1887 732 

Sutherland and PauUina, citizens of, ▼. O. A N.-W., et al., at grade 1887 754 

Webster Oity & O. O. B. B. Oo. ▼. M. O. & Ft. D., arbitration 1886 698,601 

Oni*iiOM INYBSTIGATION OoMMETTBa from United States senate 1886 82 

T^ AM AGES TO 'Pbopbbtt when shipped at owner's risk, company not liable 

'^ when less rate is given in consideration of such release 1890 878 

—see, also. Owner's BUk. 

Damaobb BESUiiTiNO FBOM Fatlube TO Bbobitb Oabs FOB Shipmbetts— See Fail- 
ure to fumith car8. 

Damages pbom Fibe Sbt bt Ebghtb— see,* also, Firesetbyenoine. 

Damagbs. 

Allee, S. B., Lynnville, ▼. Iowa Cent., delay In handling poultry 1891 709 

Ashburn, J. M., Lamoni, v. O., B. A Q., delay in furnishing car for stock 1889 989 

Azman, John, Dedham, ▼. , M. & St. P., neglect of stock in transit 1889 1049 

Ayers A Oo., Des Moines, ▼. O., B. I. A P., goods broken interstate 1888 416 

Babcock, G. B., Ft. Dodge, v. D. M. A; F. D., for right of way 1885, 543 ; 1886 523 

Bangs, A. A., Dows, ▼. 0., St P.. M. A O. and 0. & N.-W., delay in transit 1891 775 

Bazeley, B., Paullina, v. 0. A N.-W , claim for additional right of way 1887 702 

Beach, A. B., Pattersonville, v. 0., M. A St. P., delay of agricultural implements 1884 508 

Beck, M., Marcus, ▼. 111. Oent., butter, lack of refrigerator car 1893 202 

Beeson, B. B. Pattersonyille, ▼. B., 0. B. A N. et al., delay of live stock 1883 726 

Benedict, George, Maxwell, ▼. O , M. & St. P., to goods in transit 1888 663 

Block, M., Des Moines, ▼. 0. A N.-W., delay in forwarding sample trunk 1892 868 

Bond, N. J., Oouncil Bluffs, ▼. Wabash, failure to furnish cars. 1882 461 

Bousquet, H. F., Pella, T. 0., B. I. & P., to goods in transit 1882 636 

Brodsky, L., Plover, ▼. 0., B. I. & P., to hay in transit on account of delay 1889 1080 

Brown, G. H., Pilot Mound, ▼. M. & St. L., failure to fence 1884 499 

Brown. H. O., Dumont, ▼. O. G. W., live stock killed in transit, claim for 1893 207 

Brown, W. B., Wallingford. t. O., M. A St. P. By., delay of live stock 1883 687 

Bulla A Hammer, Macedonia, v. O., M. A 8t. P., delay in delivery 1883 620 

Butz Bros. A Oo., Des Moines, v. 0., B A Q., delay of fruit in transit 1886 491 

Oampbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. S. O. A P. and O. A N.-W., owner's risk 1882 465 

Oassady A Whitney, Whiting, v. 0. A N.-W. , death of hogs in transit 1887 766 

Ohilds, H. A., Lenox, v. O., B. A Q., to goods in transit 1887 762 

Ohapin, W. E., Des Moines, v. O., B. I. A P., carried past station 1887 759 

Ohantland, Thomas, Badger, v. O., B. I. A P., delay of live stock 1886 631 

Olark, Bev. S. F., Nassau, v. B., 0. B. A N., ejectment from train 1887 696 

Ourrler, J. P., Melrose, v. O., B. & Q , delay of grain in transit 1883 587 

Outler A Lindon, Kockf ord, v. B., 0. B. A. N., delay in transit 1883 666 

Doyle, Oharles T., Panora, v. 0. A N.-W., delay of household goods 1883 638 

Duff us A Oorrough, Malcom, v. 0., B. I. A P., goods broken in transit 1891 739 

Earle, W. 0., Waukon, v. 0., M. A St. P., delay in handling live stock 1883 719 
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Baton, Of. W., Waukoa, ▼. O., M. ft St. P., delay of liye stock in transit 1886 5S5 

Eaton, M. W., Waukon, v. 0., M. ft St. P., to liye stock in transit 1887 741 

Flanders, M. D., Hamilton, v. O., B. ft Q., breakage uf machinery in transit. 1889 1044 

OloTer, H. B. ft Oo., Dubnque, ▼. B., O. B. ft. N., delay in shipping goods 1883 898 

Goodwin, Mrs. P., Traer, ▼. O., B. I. ft. P., delay and detention of baggage 1888 645 

Hall, James, Milo, ▼. 0., B. ft Q., burning of hedge by section men 1883 663 

Hanger, J. et al., Sac Oity, ▼. O. ft N.-W., changing grade of side track 1890 933 

Hanna, J. Q., Goldfleld, ▼. 0. ft N.- W., rioiacion of right of way contract 1883 48S 

Harris. H. W., Perry, ▼. D. M. ft Ft. D , stock killed on highway crosiing 1883 694 

Haskins, A. N., Estherville, ▼. B., O. B. ft N., fire from locomotiTe 1883 541 

Heizer, M. ft Son, Waukon, ▼. O , M. ft St. P., damage to goods in transit 1892 83S 

Hexter, David. Wankon, ▼. O., M. ft St. P., perishable freight 1898 . 857 

Hoeck, H., Marshalltown, ▼. Wabash By. Oo., private claim 1889 1062 

Hoefer, L., Kearney, Neb ,▼. , B. [. ft P. and U. P . 1888 731 

Hoffman, M.P, Bedding, t.OmB. ft Q., live St jck died in transit. 1884 504 

Hornaday, O. A., Unionville, ▼. 0., B. I. ft P., failure to deliver freight 188S 481 

Hughey ftSon, Wirt, ▼. H. & 8. B. B. Oo, lack of refrigerator car 1884 567 

Hull, J. B., Ft. Dodge, ▼. O. ft N. W , negligence and damase 1881 137 

Humphrey, J. M., Lovilla, ▼. W., St. L. ft P., to live stock at highway 1887 697 

Hutton ft Dnrette, Bandolph. ▼. O , B. ft Q., to stock in transit 1882 4S1 

Jesmer ft Day, Olark, ▼. O., M. ft St. P., delay in forwarding merchandise 1884 584 

Johnson, S. E.. Bichland, ▼. Oentral Iowa and 0., B. I. ft P , to egg4 1884 543 

Johnston, W. F., Toledo, ▼. B., 0. B. ft N , delay and decline in price 1885 554 

Leech, J. F., Mt. Pleasant, concerning contract of release from liability from 

damagebyflre 1897 166 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, ▼. 111. Oent., to coal thrown from car 1896 144 

Majors, O. v., with Omaha Bubber Oo ,▼. 0., B. ft Q , delay of baggage ... 1891 787 

Maple, E. B., Olarinda, ▼. 0., B. ft Q., from fii:e by lightning 1886 500 

Marshal] ft Son, Ohariton, ▼ 0., B. ft Q., to buttei^ aelay in transit 1888 497 

Matthews, Wm. B., Sully, ▼. Oentral Iowa, right of way damages lt^87 763 

McOosky, J. K.,Onawa,y. S. 0. ftp, to stove pipe from water 1884 590 

McOracken, 0. S., Bock Valley, ▼. Adams Ex. Oo., to books in transit 1892 853 

McNaughton, M. N., Villisca, v. 0., B. ft Q., stock drowned by back water 1887 766 

Meade, S. K., Etockwell Oity, v. 0. ft N.-W., erroneous delivery of goods 1892 853 

Melrose, N. M., Goldfleld, ▼. 0. ft N.-W., failure to deliver at station. 1884 560 

Moiling, Frank, Milwaukee, ▼. B , 0. B. ft N.. to goods in transit . 1896 84 

Miley, Eli, Benton, V. O. G. W., injury to stock in transit 1893 233 

Nlckson, John, Wacousta, ▼. 0. ft N. W., to stock in transit 1883 574 

Baff, Peter, Maxwell, ▼. O., M. ft St P.,togoods in transit 1883 580 

Beid, Oharles, Wessington, Dak., ▼. B., 0. B. ft N., for personal injury. 1883 579 

Biche, W. S. , Muscatine, v. B , O. R. ft N , delay of melons in transit 1882 418 

Bichie, W. S., Muscatine, ▼. B., 0. B. ft N., erroneous delivery of oats 1884 507 

Bobinson, Wm., Fort Dodge, ▼. 111. Oent., damages to potatoes in transit 1889 1069 

Boyce, L., Malcom, ▼. 0., B. I. ft P., damages to machinery in transit 1888 885 

Bunyon, A.. G., Webster Oity, ▼. B., 0. B. ft N., expiration of excursion ticket .... 1886 565 

Shanks ft Ooats, West Mitchell, ▼. 0.,B. ft Q etal, to perishable goods 1833 550 

Shanks ft Ooates, West Mitchell, ▼. Oentral Iowa, to goods in transit, refusal of 

carriers to comply with board's decision 1884 539 

Shepard Bros. , Fruitland, ▼. O., B. I. ft P., delay in forwarding melons 1889 1081 

Sibley ft Oo , State Oenter, ▼. O. ft N.-W., to eggs frozen in transit 1889 1030 

Smith, O. W., Belmond, ▼. M. 0. ft Ft. D., snow drifting in oar of oats 1888 672 

Snow, E., Grinnell, ▼. 0., B. I. ft P., to goods in transit 188i 511 

Stevens, Oharles, Donnellson, ▼. 0., B. I ft P. and O., B. ft Q., potatoes frozen 1892 851 

Sylvester ft Topliff, Davis Oity, v. , B. ft Q , goods lost and broken 1893 831 

Tucker ft Sims, Bussey, V. 0, B. & Q., to goods in transit 1896 136 

Vorse, Frank W., Des Moines, v. Wabash, St. L. ft P., goods lost 1883 698 

Walton, Oharles, Paton, v. O., R. I. ft P , to merchandise in transit 1888 716 

Walton, Oharles, Paton, v. 0., R. I. ft P., for in j ury to goods in transit 1890 874 

Wasson, J. A , Boscoe, Kan., v. 0., M. ft St. P., on amount delay in transit 1883 666 

Way & Pickard, Oedar Falls, v. B., 0. R. ft N., from failure to furnish cars 1883 560 

Wilbur ft Oook, Mt. Ayr, v. H. ft S., erroneous billing, shipment missent 1889 1037 
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Williams, v. J. & OOm Dubnque, ▼. O. ft N.-W., to goods In transit 1883 828 

Wilson. J. F., Jolley, ▼. D. M ., N. & W., fire set by section men 1887 160 

Windell, W. 8., Oastalia, ▼. 0., M. & St. P., carried past station 1898 808 

Wishard, W. H., Wellman, v. B., O. B. & N., to goods in transit 1896 57 

Withington, H. H., Toledo, v. B., 0. K & N« and O. & N -W., to live stock 1888 641 

Woodman, A. J., Russell, t.OmB.&Q., to sheet iron by water 1884 568 

Woren. H. A.., Belknap, ▼. O., K. I. & P., in handling batter 1884 586 

D4NavB(ins Obossinob, Elbotrio Signals at— see Eleetric SigncHs. . 

Danosbous Looation of Dipots— see CXxtructlon to View of Highioay CrosaUtg, 

DATBITPOBT, SHIPPUIS of, OOMPLAIITT OF OBT Batss— See Bate9, 
I IBOBBARl OF BATKS-See BoUb, 

Dbfinitior of BwiTOH-Hsee 8%oit4ih. 
Dblay in Transit— see, also. Damages. 

DRIiAT— 

Blanch, John 8., Nugent, ▼. 111. Oent., in delivering goods 1886 6SS 

Brodsky, L„ Plover, ▼. 0., B. I. & P., damage to hay on account of delay 1889 1060 

Butz Bros, ft Go., Des Moines, ▼. O., B. ft Q., delay in fruit shipments 1886 401 

Cameron, W. W., Mason Oity , ▼. Central Iowa et al., damage to live stock 1888 784 

Campbell ft Mehlman, Massena, ▼. C, B. ft Q., in handling loaded cars 1889 1016 

Casey ft Dolan, Griswold, ▼. C. , B. ft Q., in shipment of live stock 1887 788 

Coad,N. CO., Hull, v.C, M. ft 8t. P., in oil shipments 1896 114 

Bvans, A.. ftOo., Onawa,y. K. C, 8t.J. ftO. B.,householdgoods 1886 481 

Gillette, A. H., Fort Madison, ▼. C. ft N.-W. et al., of household goods 1889 1048 

Great Western Fuel Co., Gilmore, ▼. 0. ft N.-W., on shipment of ooal 1887 OBI 

Hancock, John T. ft Sons, Dubuque, ▼. B., 0. B. ft N., of merchandise in transit. . 1880 109 

Hancock, John T., Dubuque, ▼.B.C. B. ft N, delay in transit 1864 581 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, ▼. C, M. ft St. P., of tent in transit 1896 150 

Kelley, J. W. ft Son, Osceola, V U., B. ft Q, in handling coal 1885 513 

Kiron ft McKay, Waucoma, ▼. C, St. P. ft K. C. and C, M. ft St. P., flour 1898 855 

McConnell, S. B. ft I. C, Burlington, ▼. C, B. I. ft P., delay transporting and 

delivering goods 1898 851 

McDonald, T. B., Lovilla, v. Wabash Western, in delivery of goods 1888 716 

Moody, H. H., Greeley, v. C, M. ft St. P., on account of strike 1888 707 

O'Neal, Felix ft Co., Aurelia, V. 111. Cent., in transit 1884 578 

Toft, K., Estherville, v. C. ft N.-W., damage to live stock on account of 1888 750 

Tube Bose Creamery, Corning, v. C. B. ft Q., of butter in transit 1888 736 

Bhodes, A., Bhodes, V. C, M. ft St. P., in receiving batter 1898 74 

Sanf ord, W. H., Amber, v. C, M. ft St. P., in handling merchandise 1898 796 

Bhepard Bros., Fruitland, v. , B. I. ft P., in transporting melons 1989 1031 

Spies ft Son, Graettinger, v. B., 0. B. ft N., declining stock market 1802 866 

Witmer, F. B. ft Son, Mingo, v. 0., St. P. ft K. C, in handling goods 1808 849 

Drlivbrt, What CONSTrruTBS 1885 555 

Dbmurraob. 

Butler, William, Clarinda, v. Wabash, loading cars from wagons '. 1883 711 

Bebbington, Gtoorge, Council Bluffs, v. , time allowed for loading 1898 843 

Campbell ft Mehimam, Massena, v. C, B. ft Q., delay in forwarding freight 1889 1017 

Cars loaded from wagon, same rates as when loaded for elevators 1884 586 

Discussion of 1888 676 

Hoffman, A. G., Plato, v. B., C. B. ft N., reciprocity in demurrage charges 1893 83H 

Kline, Bennett, Manson, v. Illinois Central, time for unloading cars 1696 144 

Lefferts, C. S., Council Bluffs, inquiry concerning ... . 1895 288 

Montzheimer, O. H., Primghar, v. Illinois Central, inquiries concerning 1893 284 

Bed Oak, trustees of, v. C, B. ft Q., time for loading and unloading cars 1888 564 

Bothchild, O. ft Co., Davenport, v. O. ft N.-W., on cars detained 1887 783 

Southside Ice Co., Centerville, time allowed for unloading cars 1896 51 

Tasker, K. 8., Onslow, v. O. ft N.-W., on erroneous weight 1895 188 

Depot Grounds, Additional Lands fob— Power of company to condemn 1884 86 

DiPOT Gbounds, CoNDiMNiNa Lands FOB— soe Condemnation Procetd^ngs. 

Depots, STa, Dangrbous Location of— see Stations, also Obstruction to View of 
Highway CrMsing. 

Depots, Union— see Union Depots. 
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DirnmoBr— see Damages. 

DiY, PwniB A., commissioner, paper on reMonable rates. . 1803 40a 

Dissenting opinion of, in Iowa rate case 1804 229 

Paper on pooling 1894 363 

DiBSOT BouTB, most, shipper entitled to rates based on 1892 841 

DiSOBIM nrATiON . 
In rates— see Bates. 

In furnishing cars— see Failure to Fumieh Care 
In granting sites— see SUee. 
In granting monopoly of shipping facilities against public policy— see Monopoly. 

In inspection of butter and egg shipments 1893 234 

Against towns in rates 1885 44 

Laws against, obeyed in letter, violated in spirit 1878 16 

In use of private cars . 1891 30 

Just and unjust— see also Jii8t Diecriminalion ^880, 179; 1884 75 

Law prohibiting 1888 31 

In passenger rates 1691 759 

Discussion of, by L. B. Ooffin 1883 86 

OOMPLAINTS OONCSBNUrO. 

Adsit, Silas, Oolfaz, ▼. 0., B. I. & P., in refusing to stamp excursion tickets 1885 571 

Ames, M. T., Marcus, ▼. Illinois Central, in size of cars furnished 1886 516 

Anderson, T., Rockf ord, 111., ▼. 0., M. ft Bt. P., jewelry sample trunks 1886 541 

Arnold, J. M., Davis Oity, ▼. 0., B. & Q., in rates on posts 1888 731 

Atkins & Sons, Osceola, V. O., B« & Q., in furnishing cars 1881 127 

Baker Bros., Ottumwa, v. O , B. I. & P.. special rates on butter and eggs. 1880 74 

Baker Wire Oo., Des Moines, ▼. Various Hallways, in carload rates 1887 714 

Ball & Minert, Bristow, ▼. Dubuque & Dakota, In live stock rates 1885 511 

Barrett, J. E. & Son, Mt. Vernon, ▼. U. & N.-W., in rates on flour 1886 482 

Beeman, O. D., Waukon, ▼. O., M. & St. P., interstate in rates 1807 96 

Bellamy & Sons, KnozvlUe, ▼. Various Bailway Lines, in rates 1882 498 

Bingham Alliance ▼. Wabash, against shippers who load from wagons 1884 525 

Blow, M., EstherriUe, t. B , O. K. & N., refusal to lease site for coal shed 1886 497 

Board of Trade and Henry Ooker, Uouncil Bluffs, t. O., B. I. & P., coal - 1888 834 

Bogart, George, Shenandoah, ▼. O , B. I. ft P , in honoring round trip tickets 1890 939 

Brechtbill ft Byers, Berlin, v. 0., Bt. P. ft K. 0., cars for certain markets 1890 982 

Burlington, shippers of, T. B , O. B. ft N., in local Iowa rates 1890 869 

Bussard, J ft Co., Imogene, v. Wabash, Bt L. ft P., in coal rates 1884 497 

Butler, William, Olarinda, ▼. Wabash, on grain when loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Byram, M. W., Fremont, ▼. Iowa Oent., in sale of round trip tickets 1891 727 

Campbell, F. B., Bismark, ▼. 0., M. ft St. P.. in sale of excursion tickets 189S 849 

Olark ft Bhute, Geneva, ▼. Iowa Oent , in ooal rates, schedule fixed 1880 28 

Goal Exchange, Boone, ▼. O. ft N.-W., in coal rates 1884 659 

Ooal Exchange, Boone, ▼. O. ft N.-W., in rates on coal and overcharge 1884 589 

Oorey Goal Go., Lehigh, ▼. Crocked Greek B*d, in furnishing cars 1898 16 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade ▼. K. C, St. J. ft O. B. and Pullman Palace Gar 

Co., in sleeping car accommodations 1888 702 

Council Bluffs, citizens of, ▼. Union Pacific, against Council Bluffs 1886 5au 

Council Bluffs Board of Trade, v. Yarions lines, in Inspection service 1889 977 

Crystal Mill Co., Council Bluffs, v. pool lines, in classifying flour 1883 703 

Crystal Mill Co.. Council Bluffs, in flour rates 1883 715 

Crystal Mill ft Grain Co., Council Bluffs, v. C, B. I. ft P. et al., Iq coal rates 1896 165 

Davenport, shippers of, ▼. B., 0. B. ft N. and G., B. I. ft P., against local and in 
favor of interstate shipments, in withdrawing and refusing joint tariffs on local 
business while permitting same on interstate business; in delaying local ship- 
ments by compelling rebilling at West Liberty, and forwarding interstate 

shipments in special car attached to passenger train 1889 1023-1067 

Diamond Jo line of steamers v. C, B. ft Q., in prepayment of charges 1889 1074,1077 

Donahue, Bobert, Burlington, v. Gent. Iowa, prepayment of freight. . . 1884 660 

Dun woodle, Jos., Cylinder, v. C, M. ft St. P., in refusing to stop trains 1891 739 

Dusey, H., et al., Greston, v. C, B. ft Q. B. B. Co., refusal to carry mechanic's tool 

box as baggage 1885 513 

Earle, W^C, Waukon, v. C., M. ft St. P. and B., 0. B. ft N., stock rates 1886 608 
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Farley, J. M., Whittemore, v. 6., M. & St. P., in furnishing cars 1898 44 

Fonda Implement Oo. ▼. D. M. N. & W., in short hanl rates 1896 187 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, ▼. 111. Cent., in rates on apples 1886 484 

Frazer & Ballon, Primghar, ▼. D. A S. 0. (111. Cent.) in furnishing cars. ... 1890 940 

Fritz & Douglas, Waverly, ▼. 111. Cent., et al.. in not applying commissioners* 

schedule of rates 1889 1062 

Oally, W. H., Zearing, ▼. Cent. Iowa, cars loaded from wagons 1885 673 

Gray, M. J, Ledyard, ▼. C. ft N.-W., in shipment of hay 1895 168 

Green, J. A., et al., Stone City, ▼. C, M.-& St. P., in requiring shippers to protect 

cars for stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Hackmen of Sioux City ▼. all railways, in omnibus privileges 1890 881 

Hale, George H., Washington, ▼. C, K. I. <& P., in grain rates 1887 726 

Halleck, W. B., Winthrop, v. 111. Cent., in rates on live stock 1889 1050 

Banner, J. B. A., Delmar, ▼. C, M. A St. P., in passenger fares 1896 112 

Harmon, A B., Hayelock, ▼. C. ft N.-W., in rates 1888 746 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, ▼. C, B. I. ft P., in distribution of cars 1882 489 

Hill, John N., Fort Dodge, ▼. M. ft St. L., in freight rates 1882 667 

Hise Bros., Washington, v. C, B. I. ft P., refrigerator cars 1886 568 

Hodges, N. W , Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., in side-track privileges and site 1890 887 

Hummer Co., George, Iowa City, ▼. B., C. B. ft N., in classification 1880 153 

Huntington, William, Calmus, ▼. C. ft N.- W., in coal rates 1888 096 

Independeace Mill Co. v. 111. Cent, and C, M. ft St. P., on wheat and flour 1882 413, 444 

Iowa Flour and Oil Co. , Des Moines, v. C, B. I. ft P., in flour rates 1888 094 

Iowa State Jobbers and Mf rs. Assn., v. Iowa trunk lines. In rates 1885 536 

Irwin, Phillips ft Co., Keokuk, y. D. M. ft Ft. D , in merchandise rates 1880 71 

Jameson, G. o., Clarion, v. M. C. ft Ft. D , in rates on grain, coal, etc 1888 713 

Jansen, Anten, Haverhill, v. C, M. ft St. P., in furnishing shipping facilities 1888 828 

Jerome, F. H., Villisca, V. C, B. ft Q., in corn rates 1882 446 

Johnson J., Huxley, ▼. C , M. ft St P , in corn rates 1887 681 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, ▼. Wabash, in corn rates 1883 704 

Eeeler, A., Imogene, ▼. C. B. ft St. L., in rates on posts 1886 582 

Keokuk ft D. M. By. Co. v. D. M. ft Ft. D. B. B. Co., in forwarding cars 1878 5 

Enowles, W. F., James, ▼. C, St. P., M ft O., in sale of tickets 1893 188 

Larrabee, Gov. William, ▼ C , B. ft Q , in coal rates 1887624.670 

Leese ft Long, Crawfordsville, v. B. ft N. W., rates on lumber 1881 126 

Lighthall. B., Alden, V. 111. Cent., in rates 1882 564 

Long, G. I., Manson, v. C, B. I. ft P., In grain rates to Chicago 1880 1093 

Maiden, T. E., et al., Manson, v. 111. Cent. B B. Co., in lumber rates 1888 611 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, in elevator privileges 1885 574 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, V. C, M. ft St. P., in furnishing cars 1891 826 

Merrill ft Co., Ottumwa, V. Cent. Iowa, in rates 1881 184 

Merrill, J. H., ft Co., Ottumwa, v. K. ft W., in freight charges 1888 739 

Merrill ft Eeeney , Des Moines, v. O. ft N.-W., in carload rates 1883 678 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Anderson 18S3 688 

Mooney ft Jones, St. Anthony, v. Cent. Iowa, in coal rates 1884 510 

Nye, J. P., Essex, V. C, B. ft Q. B. B. Co., in com rates 1883 724 

Nonpareil Printing Co. v Various Lines, in newspaper privileges 1892 857 

Parker, 8. F., Eastville, v. C. ft N.-W., in rates— minimum charge 1882 457 

Pritchard ft Skewis, Inwood, V. C , M. ft St. P., in lumber rates 1888 704 

Band Lumber Co., Burlington, V. C, B. ft Q , in rates 1882 550 

Bed Oak, township trustees of, et al., v. C, B. ft Q , in rates and rebates 1882 564 

Bed Oak, township trustees ot et al., v. C , B. ft Q , against small shippers 1882 564 

Biley, W. H., Crawfordsville, v. B ft N. W , in rates on lumber 1880 147 

Boberts, C. L., Grinnell, v. C, B. I. ft P , in side track facilities 1889 1027 

Bosa, Albert, Waukon. v. C, M. ft St. P., in corn rates to Chicago 1882 484 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, v. 111. Cent , in rates on marble 1883 689 

Schell, F. J., Breda, V. C. ft N.-W., in furnishing cars 1891 828 

Shaver ft Dows, Cedar Bapids, v. J oint Western Classification, crackers 1883 669 

Shepherd ft Carpenter, Iowa City, v. C, B. I. ft P. and B., C. B. ft N., in rates to 

non-competing points 1883 637 

Shinnon, Thos., Bolfe, v. C, B. I. ft P., in stock rates to Chicago 1898 79 
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Smith & Boynton, Bpepcer, ▼, O., M. & St P., in coal rates 1885 924 

Smith Bros, Waterloo, ▼. B, 0. B.&N., id bard coal rates .' 1883 676 

Smith, J. N.. Fairfield, ▼. 0., B. ft Qm in size of oars, etc 1883 647 

Spencer Bros , Randolph, ▼. O., B. A Q., in rates and overcharge 1883 540 

State of Iowa, by Ooyernor Larrabee, in coal rates 1887 614, 670 

Steer, William M., West Branch, ▼. B , O. B & N., on coal and mileage ticket 1884 557 

Stevenson, O. E., Rockwell Oity, t. D. M. N. & W., In passenger fares . . 1805 183 

Snllivan, J. W , et al., A.lgona, v. 0. A N.- W , in sale of excursion tickets 1892 847 

Taylor, J. 0., Des Moines, v. O., B. & Q., in freight rates 1882 581 

Toledo, Peoria & Warsaw By., v. B , O. B. & N., in bridge privileges 1878 88 

Tomllnson, B. B. & Oo., Oedar Bapids, v. III. Oent., 1,000-mile tickets .... .... 1888 436 

Vincent, T. F., Union Stock Yards, Des Moines, v. O., B. I. & P., in switching 

charges, etc 1896 105 

Way & Packard, Oedar Falls, v. B., O. B. & N., in allowing damages 1888 569 

Welles, W. W., Webster Oity, v. W. O. & S. W., in coal rates and site 1889 1045 

Westphal, Hinds & Oo, Dnbuque, v. B , 0. B. & N., in classification 1881 125 

White & Kline, Meriden, V 111. Oent , in burnishing cars 1896 148 

Williams, E. D., Given, v. Oent. Iowa, in distribution of cars 1881 126 

Williams, George T., Ida Grove, V. O. &N.-W., in rates 1884 581 

Wilson, John L., West Liberty, V. O., B. I. & P., rebates 1886 504 

Winkler, J. W . , Woodward, v. 0., M. & St. P., grain and live stock 1883 705 

York, Joseph, Zenorsville, V. 0. &N.-W., in coal rates 1888 669 

Distribution or Oars. 

Equitable rule for in time of scarcity 1888,719; 1889,996; 1892 827 

Oonsolldation Ooal Oo. V. Oent. Iowa 1878 28 

Howard & Son, Oskaloosa, v. Oent. Iowa, discrimination in 1881 130 

Johnson, T. N., Beasoner, v. 0., B. I. & P., discrimination in 1881 131 

Melott, E. H., Ogden, v. O. & N.-W.. discrimination in 1881 141 

Stocker, J. W., Logan, v. O. & N.-W., discrimination in 1881 127 

DrviRBiON OT Bu8iinBR8~see, also. Freight 

Olow, W. D., Traer, V. B., O. R. & N., of freight 1885 581 

Norman, citizens of, v. M. & St. L , building side track 1887 685 

Read, W. H., Vinton, V. B., O. R. & N , of grain 1886 491 

Division of Rates to Short Linbs— see Percentaoee cmd Short Lines. 

Division and Psrgbntaobs in Pooi«s— see Pooling 

DODGB, Gen. G. M ," Railroad Situation in the West ". 1888 39 

Drainage— see, also. Obstruction and Omrjlow, 

Duty of railway company in relation thereto 1884 86 

In relation to railroad crossings 1887 735 

Dubuque & Dakota Railroad, history of 1879 108 

Dubuque, Shippers or, Oouplaints on RATES~see Rates, 

Dynamite, Explosion of, at Oounoil BLum— see Explosion, 

EARNINGS. 

Average per mile under Granger tariff « 1878 68 

Of branch lines 1889 1005 

Of fictitious capital and miles of road built therefrom, table of 1891 36, 37 

Discussed in letter of W. G. Purdy, vice-president , R. I. & P. By. Oo 1889 8 

In excess of 6 per cent on 130,000 per mile, 1874 to 1888 1891 36,37 

Increase over previous year 1880 160 

Increase of under commissioners* rates— see Bales. 

In Iowa, difficulty of obtaining satisfactory information concerning 1889 7 

In Iowa, 1887-1891, compared 1891 16 

per mile greater than in Nebraska 1894 198 

oompthratlve table in Iowa, 1887 to 1894, Inclusive 1894 814 

decrease of state and interstate In 1894, compared with 1893 1894 215 

decrease not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 816 

decrease of on account of crop failure and business depression 1895 iv 

Losses In, from low rates at competitive points must be made up at non-com- 
peting stations 1888 48 

Under commissioners' rates 1891 18 
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EnrBGT or Oommissionsbs* Batis on Iowa Boads— see RateSy Freight, 

EjDOnoN VBOM Train. 

Olark, Rev. 8. F., Nassau, t.B., O. B. AN., wrongful 1887 606 

Oyren, Olof, Sioux Rapids, ▼. O., A N .-W., failure to purchase ticket 1891 780 

Potter, John, Lynnville, ▼. O., B. I. & P., wrongful 1890 896 

EliBOTBICITY. 

Possibility of electricity superseding steam as motive power 1891 S5 

Signal, electric, at dangerous crossing 1898, 806; 1893 138 

Elnvation or Railroads— see TopagrapMcdl DiseuseUm. 

Elnyatob. 
Bight of company to order removal of when obstructing view of crosshig 1886 566 

Elnyator Sitks— see Sites. 

Elevator, Forobd Bbmoval or— see SHe, 

EmmNT Domain, Powbr of, in Ooitdbmning Dbpot Grounds— see Condemnation 
Proceedings, 

EUPIiOTSS. 

Decrease in number of, account of crop failure 1895 iv 

Hours of service of , should be limited by statute 1891 18 

Number of 1879 60,131 

Number and compensation of, decrease in 1894 compared with 1898 1894 815, 816 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 816 

Beduction of number in, discussed 1891 17 

Emplotns and Salaries in Iowa, comparative table of, 1888-1893 1893, 9 ; 1894 816 

In Iowa 1898 13,14 

Bnoinbs, Increased Oapacity OF 1898 4,5 

Enginbbbb, Inoompbtbnt. 

Oreston, citizens of, v. 0., B. & Q , employed on account of strike 1887 787 

Enginbbrs' Strike— see Strikes, 

English commissioner system 1878 57 

Equalized Bates— see Bates. 
Equipment. 

Carriers must anticipate and provide sufficient for ordinary business, but not 
for unexpected or extraordinary demands 1893 761 

What constitutes adequate 1891 833 

Cost or— see Cost. 

B«FU84L OF COMPANY TO SEND OFF ITS OWN LiNB— See Befusol to Receive and For- 
ward Freight; also, FaUure to Furnish Cars, 
Errors bt Agents 'In Quoting Rates; Liability of Carriers for— see 

LidMlitv. 
Establishment of Stations— see Staiiions, 
Exoess Baggage Charges— see Baggage Charges. 
Excess Passenger Fare— see Passenger Fare. 
Excess Capitalization— see CcupHaliaaMon cmd Watered Stock. 
Excessive Express Charges— see Express Charges, 
Excessive Rates— see Bates, 
Excessive Hours for Train Men. 

Ogilvie, C. O., Muscatine, V. C, B. I. & P 1897 79 

Exclusive Use of Station Grounds, must not be granted to one person 1890 893-895 

Excursion Bate»— see Botes. 

Excursion Tickets. 

Adslt, Silas, Colfax, v. C, B. I. & P., refusal to stamp excursion tickets 1885 571 

Von Bolf, Th., West Union, v. B., C. B. & N., failure to honor 1895 200 

Rights of holders of, after limitation has expired 1885 565 

Expenses. 

Beduction of , recommended 1889 10 

Decrease in 1894 compared with 1893 1894 Z15 

not chargeable to effect of Iowa schedule 1894 216 

Expenses of Commission. 

Special fund should be set apart for this purpose 1879 6 

Explosion— of dynamite in Council BlufTs 1881 69 

Explosives, Dangerous. 

Bosquet, H. T., Pella, v. C, B. I. & P., refusal of company to carry 1894 264 
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Law concerning express rates 1896,5; 1897,5; 1896 8 

Live stock contracts of 1897 5 

BXPBBSS OHABOKS. 

Freeman, F. M., Davis Oity, ▼. American Express Co., overcharge, dogs 1892 864 

Furry, A. B., Alden, ▼. Adams Express Oo., rates based on shortest route 1893 841 

Joseph, J. M., Oreston, v. American Express Co., excessive on pig 1890 931 

Joseph, J. M., Oreston, v. American Express Oo , request for reopening case 1891 808 

Enowles, W. F., James, v. American Express Oo., excessive. 1891 771 

Lambing, W. W., West Liberty, v. U. 8. Exp. Oo., regulations concerning ship- 
ment of live hogs 1898 95 

McOracken, Bev. 0. S., Bock Valley, v. Adams Express Oo., damage to books 1893 853 

ExTKA Baooagi Ohabgis— see Bagoage. 

Extra charge for special train to carry freight 1887 78S 

Extra Fari for FAiiiURi to Purohasr Ticket— see Passenger Fare. 

• 

FAOILITIES FOB DOING BUSINESS AT STATIONS-see, also, Stations 1895 xxix 

Faoiutibs Irorbasrd— on railroads for handling business 1891 26 

Failuri to Furhish Oars. 

Achom, 0. E., Sutherland, v. 0. A N.-W., for certain market 1S93 858 

Achorn, O E., Sutherland, v. 0. & N.-W., failure to forward foreign cars 1896 73 

Advance Alliance No. 416, Kirkman, v. O. & N.-W., for shipment of coal 1890 948 

Ashbum, J. M., Lamoni, v. O, B. & Q , damage for delay in furnishing 1889 989 

Bacon, W, Greenfield, V. 0., B. & Q, for hay shipments 1887 807 

Baker, J. , Emmetsburg, v. O., M. A St. P. railway, for coal 1881 . 142 

Band, N. J., Oouncil Bluffs, V. Wabash, for corn 1883 451 

Bennett, J. E. C, Britt, v. M. ft St. L., for general shipments ,.. 1887. 806 

Benson, George, et al., Muscatine, v. 0., B I. & P., for vegetables 1887 768 

Bergman, H., McGregor, v. O., M. & St. P., for shipments of ice 1892 833 

Breazeale, J. A., Oenterville, v. Wabash, for shipments of ooal 1883 668 

Brodsky, L . Plover, V. O., B. I. &. P., for hay shipments 1887 803 

Brown, G. H. ft Oo., Armstrong, v. B., 0. B. ft N., for hay 1896 179 

Brown, M. ft Son, Whittemore, v. O., M. ft St. P., for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Bruning ft Son, Breda, v. O. ft N.-W., for shipment of potatoes 1892 848 

Bruning Bros., Breda, v. 0. ft N.-W., for grain shipments 1898, 840; 1808 58, 92 

Butler, Geo. I. ft Oo., Knox ville, V. 0., B. ft Q., for coal 1880 141 

Butler, W. E. et al., Galva, v. O. ft N.-W., for shipments of grain 1887 796 

Butts, F. M., Wesley, V. B., O. B. ft N., for coal 1887 806 

Oanavan, John, Paton, v. 0., B. I. ft. P., for shipping corn 1880 990 

Oarpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. 0., M. ft St. P., for grain shipments.. 1891, 813; 1892, 866; 1893 851 

1895 812 

Oathcart Bros., et al., Kingsley, v. 0. ft N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 705 

Oathcart Bros., Kingsley, v. O. ft N.-W., at non-competitive points. 1888 780 

Ohapman. H. G., Sioux Oity, V. , M. ft St. P., for baled hay 1892 750 

Olubb, William, What Oheer, V. B., O. B. ft N., for coal 1880 126 

for general discussion of— see, also, Cool Problem 1880 571 

Oorcoran, P., PostvlUe, v. 0., M ft St. P., damages on account of. 1888 727 

Oorey, George W. et al , v. Orooked Greek Bailroad Oo., for coal 1891 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, v. M. 0. ft Ft. D , for shipment of coal 1898 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, v. M. 0. ft Ft. D. and 111. Oent., for coal shipments 1893 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, V. 111. Oeat , for ooal 1896 74 

Oorkhill. T. E., Jr., Minburn, v. O , B. I. ft P., damages from delay 1888 721 

Orylie, Etobert, Glidden, V. O. ft N.-W., for loading stock 1888 688 

Darby Block Ooal Oo , Darbyville, v. 0., M. ft St. P , for coal 1806 93 

Davenport Syrup Befining Oo., Adair, v. 0., B. I. ft P., for grain 1895 219 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. B., O. B. ft N., for flax seed 1894 297 

Dickey, W. H., Oenterville, V. 0., B. I. ft P., for coal 1880 5 

Donahoe, E. A., Havelock, v. 0. & N.-W., for hay shipments < 1887 793 

Dorr Oattle Oo., Des Moines, v. D. M., N. ft W., for slop feed 1898 84 

udmonds, E. J., Marcus, v. 111. Oent., for grain shipments 1896, 141 ; 1807 145 

Elgin Oanning Oo., Elgin, v. B., 0. B. ft N. et al., for shipments to St. Paul 1893 720 

Farmers Alliance, Ooon Bapids, v. O., M. ft St. P., for shipments of coal \. 1898 845 
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Fockler, P. H., Independence, ▼. 111. Oeat., for hay shipments 1887 803 

Frazer & Ballon, Prlmghar, v. D. & S. 0. (111. Cent.), for shipment of grain 1890 910 

Garlock, W. E. et al., Gilmore Olty, ▼. O., B. I. & P., for hay shipments 1887 804 

General complaint concerning 1887791,810 

Globe Coal Co., Des Moines, ▼. Iowa Cent., for coal shipments 1896 154 

Gray, M. J., Ledyard, ▼. C , & N.-W., hay 1895 168 

Green, J. A. et al., Stone City, v. C, M. & St. P , for stone shipments unless pro- 
tected by shipper at private expense 1892 860 

Green, J. 0. S., Aurelia, v 111. Cent , for grain shipments 1890 951 

Haddock. Wm. J., Iowa City, ▼. B., C. B. & N., for coal 1883 681 

Hambleton Milling Co., Keokuk, v. C, B. 1. & P., for grain 1895 884 

Hanna, H. W., Audubon, ▼. 0., B. I. & P., for coal shipments 1887 803 

Harrison, George, Emmetsburg, ▼. C, M. & St. P., for coal 1881 143 

Hastings, mayor and council of, ▼. C, B. &. Q 1889 39 

Hayes, Michael, Washington, v. C, B. I. &P 1882 489 

Hayton A; Pearson, Pierson, ▼. 0. & N.-W., grain 1898 92 

Hershey Lumber Co. et al., Muscatine, V. C, B. I. & P 1892 762 

Hickey Bros., Aspinwall, v. C, M. & St. P , for grain shipments 1892 850 

Holcomb, T. B. et al., Muscatine, ▼. B., C. B. & N. et al., for melons 1892 761 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, T H. & S. B. B , refrigerator cars 1884 661 

Iowa Fuel Co., Des Moines, ▼. C , St. P. & K. C, for coal shipments 1888 718 

Jordan, W. E. , Bancroft, ▼. O. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 800 

Keystone Coal Co., Bippey, ▼. D. M. & Ft. D., for coal 1881 135 

Klemme, H. J. and J., Alexander, V. la. Cent., for coal 1898 90 

Lewis, Wm., Macedonia, ▼. C, B. & Q., for damages 1886 624 

Marion Coal Co. ▼. C, B. I. & P., for shipment of coal 1892 867 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, ▼. C, B. & Q., failure to run refrigerator cars 1881 697 

Mason, David, Harlan, v. C, M. A St. P., for shipment of hay 1892 851 

McNutt, H. S., Algona, V. C, M. & St. P., discrimination in 1891 826 

Moberly, I. N., Humphry, Mo., ▼. 111. Cent., for cattle 1896 67 

Muscatine Melon Shippers ▼. C, B. I. A P., for melons 1896 213 

Olson, B. & Co., 8 wea City, ▼. B. C, B. & N., grain 1898 92 

O'Neal, Felix et al., Aurelia, ▼. 111. Cent., for grain, ets 1887 806 

Plerson, shippers of, v. 0. & N.-W., for grain shipments 1887 795 

Priest & Stocker, Carroll, v. C. & N.-W., for shipment of live stock 1886 499, 526-627 

Banks & Sterzbach, Bedmon, ▼. B., C. B. & N., for hay shipments 1893 224 

Banks & Sterzbach, Bedmon, ▼. 0. & N.-W., cars off its own line 1892 848 

Beams, Warren, Defiance, ▼. C, M. & St. P., for grain 1898 91 

Belly, Thomas, Blencoe, ▼. S. C. & P., for hay to Sioux City 1895 228 

Bisley, A. et al.. Bock well City, ▼. D. M. & N - W., for hay shipments 1887 804 

Bothschild &; Co., Davenport, ▼. C.&; N.-W., for patrons 1887 783 

Bothschild, D., Muscatine, ▼. 111. Cent., for shipments of barley 1881 126 

Bussell&Co, Silver City, v. Wabash, for shipment of corn 1883 683 

Sand Mound Melon Co. , Fruitland, v. ., B. I. & P., for melons 1890 897 

Schell, F. J., Breda, v. 0. & N.-W., discrimination in distribution of 1891 828 

Seuffert, L , Burlington, v. 0., St. P. & K. C, failure and delay in 1891 768 

Seymour, T . S., Milf ord, v. C, M. & St. P., for hay shipments 1887 793 

Southall, Wm. & Sons, Plerson, V. 0. & N.-W., grain 1898 92 

Spencer, city and citizens of, v. C, M & St. P. , appeal for coal cars 1881 139 

Stoughton, T. S., Plerson, v. C. & N.-W., must be distributed equitably 1892 826 

Townsend, Le Mars, V. 111. Cent., for lumber 1883 615 

Tuttle Bros , Whittemore, v. C, M. & St. P. , for shipment of hay 1887 791 

Way & Packard, Cedar Falls, v. B. , C. B. & N., damage by reason of 1883 669 

Wayne, E. M., Woolstock, V. 0. & N. W., for grain 1895 230 

Wedgewood & Co., Storm Lake, v. 111. Gent , grain for Minneapolis 1898 85 

Wells, A. A., Emmetsburg, V. C, M. A; St. P., coal 1881 144 

White, Slaytor, Beloit, Kan., V. C, B. I. A; P. et al., for stock 1887 703 

Williams, Blchard, Ida Grove, v. C. &. N.-W., for live stock 1888 693 

Young, O. W., Glldden, V. 0. & N.-W., for live stock 1888 691 

Besolution of Twenty-second General Assembly, directing action for relief 1887 798 

19 
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FAILUBB to FffBHDBH OABg VOR OlBTAIlT MABKBTS— 866 BighU Of SMppen, 

Failubb to Stop at Bailboad OBOssiiro-Hiee CrosHng Stovt, 

Failubb to Pubohasb Tiokbt— Extra Fabb Mat bi OOLiiBOTBD-Hiee Paaamoer 
Fare. 

Failubb to Stop Passiboib TBAiiiB-see Pasunger Trains . 

Failubb of Oompanibs to Rbpobt— Bee Report. 

Failubb to Opbbatb Boad— see Abandonment of Road. 

Fah^ubb to Stop at Obossinos— see Crowing, Stop. 

Fabm Obossibos— see OrosHnot, Farm. 

Fast Tbaibs ib Oitibs— see Speed of Trains. 

Fast TBAim, Pbtitiob to Stop at Small Stations— see Train Service. 

** Fbbdbbs "—see Local Lince. 

Fbbcibo. 

Lawsuggested 1886 18 

Liability of carriers In case of failure to fence 1884 499 

Provisions of law in relation to 1888 19 

Railroads* need of fencing 1883 91 

Recommendations concerning 1884 87 

Should right of way fences be hog tight?...; 1898 78 

0OMPLAIBT8 OONOBBBIBO. 

Adams, J. Q., Spencer, y. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1885 601 

Bates, L. P., Russell, v. Wabash, St. L. &P. etal., failure to fence 1886 603 

Bnson, R. B., Pattersonville, y. 0., M. &St. P., failure to fence 1886 667 

Buckley, Philip. Pattersonyille, Y.O.,M.&St.P., fall ore to fence 1886 609 

Bums, Thomas, Breda, v. 0. & N.-W., failure to fence 1885 686 

Carpenter, O. W., Dedham,y. 0., M & St. P., failure to repair 1891 715 

Olever, M. G. and Irwin, J. M., Mllo, v. 0., B. & Q., failure to fence 1884 561 

Otirtls, T. J., Fonda, Y. 111. Oent., fencing track 1884 681 

Gardner, John M, Leon, Y. D. M.,0. & S., fencing and cattle guards 1884 649 

Gatton, Russell, Moscow, Y. O., R. I. & P., bad condition of 1894 8JB4 

Gray, James, Ira, Y. 0. G. W., stock yards 1898 82 

Harshbarger, W. A., Oakland Mills, v. St. L., E. & N. W., failure to build 1892 841 

Howe, B. A., Bridgewater, v. 0., B. &Q., relocation of fence 1898 884 

Hughes, R. M., and Hunn, H , Boone, v. M. &St. L., failure to build 1834 667 

Ingersoll, M. J., Edgewood, v. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence ,^ 1884 648 

Lange, Adams, Froelich, Y. 0.,M. & St. P., hog-tight fence 1896 188 

Lockwood, J. 0., Greene, y. B., 0. R. & N., failure 1897 107 

McDowell, Palmer et al., Angus, y. M. & St. L. R'y Oo., failure to build 1885 654 

McGee, H., Martinsburg, Y. B. & W., failure 1897 133 

Mehs, George, Oomanche et al., Ollnton, y. B., O. R. & N., petition for 1893 283 

Miller, H. Y., Pattersonyille, y. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1885 660 

Nicol, Bert, David, y. W. &. W., fencing station grounds 1895 808 

Olsen, John R.,Thor, Y. O. & N.-W., failure to fence 1884 516 

Ourheim, J. L., Thor, y. 0. & N.-W., failure to fence 1884 646 

Porter, W. B., Orient, Y. O., B. &Q., right of way 1808 69 

Price, E. T., Wlnfield, Y. B. &W., failure to fence 1885 630 

Rehder, Max H.,Gladbrook,Y. W., I. &N., failure to fence 1886 691 

Rlngland, G. 8., Ft. Dodge, y. Orooked Greek, failure to fence 1895 160 

Shellhammer, 0., Beulah, Y. C, M. & St. P., failure to repair 1891 791 

Simmons, A . R . , East Peru, inquiry concerning hog-tight 1898 78 

Smull, John, Wick, Y. D. M.,0. &S ,fallure to fence 1886 666 

Tlbbetts, D. D. et al.,Ogden, y. C, Ft. M. & D. M., petition for 1898 887 

Wakeman, M. A., Otho, y. M. & St. L., to connect with cattle guards 1887 716 

Waldorf, O., Hudson, S. D., y. 0., M. & St. P., failure to fence 1892 838 

White, S. J, Plymouth, Y. 0.,M. & St. P., maintenance of 1884 650 

WlUiksen, O. W.,Thor, y. 0. & N.-W, failure to build 1884 6U 

FiBB Sbt Out bt Eroinbs— see also Damages. 
Liability of carriers, exemption by contract, supreme court's opinion 1896 xxxv 

COMPLAINTS OONOBBNIBO. 

Barslow, P. M., Burt, y. O. & N.-W., fire from engine 1885 619 

Bradley, 0. J., Gowrle, y. C, R. I. & P., property destroyed by fire. 1889 1068 

Bridge, A. M., Goldfield, y. B., 0. R. &N.,to hay 1887 
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Brunakill, D.,Hawarden,Y. 0.,M. & St. P., damage to crops 1889 1068 

Butts, L. A., Russell, Y. 0., B. &Q., fire set out by engine 188S 607 

Demlng, C, Brush Greek, y. 0., M. & St. P., fire from engine 1880 611 

Enfield, James, Herndon, v. O., M. & St. P., to house from fire by engine 1884 584 

Erlckson, B. B., Huxley, v. O., M. & St. P., fire set by engine 1887 790 

Guthrie, I. N., Newton, y. O., B. I. & P., fire set by engine 1889 1003 

Hasking, A. N., Estherville, v. B., U. B. & N., fire from locomotive 1883 541 

McNant ara, Martin, Grafton, y.O,M.&St.P., fire from locomotive 1884 5S2 

Neveln, O. H., Parkersburg, v. I. 0. B'dOo.,to meadow 1898 T9 

Boy, Peter, Tara, V. D. M.&Ft. D. B. B. Oo., fire set-by engine 1885 503 

Searles, D.D.Sloan, V. S.0.& P., fire set' by engine 1887 725 

Stevens, 0. B.r Donnellson, v. 0., B. & K. , fence destroyed 1888 687 

Tartsch, William, Paton, V. 0., B. I. & P., damage to hay 1890 935 

Travis, S. N., Peru, v. St P. & E. O., damages resulting from 1893 799 

Wertz, J. J., Uussell, v. O., B. & Q , fire on meadow, set by engine. 1886 607 

FiiOODS, losses by in Iowa 1891 17 

FoBWABDivQ Oabi— see Refusal to Receive cmd Forward Freight. 

Fbbb TBANSPOBTATioir—see Trangportaiion; also Rates. 

Fbxight OABS—see Cart. 

Vbbioht Ohabou, per ton, per mile 1880 178 

Frbight Ohabobs G0ABAVTBBD— see Charges Prefpaid or Ouarant/eed, 

Fbbight Ohabobs, prepayment demanded, insolvency of connecting line 1878 15 

—see also Charges. 

Fbbight, Olabsifioatioii OF— see ClOM^/leatton 1885 54 

Fbbight, Diybbsion of— see Dioersion of Freight, 

Fbbight Pbbpatmbittb— see, also, Charges. 

Donahue, Bobert, Burlington, v. Oent. Iowa, prepayment of 1884 650 

Fbbight— Bbfusal to DBmYBB. 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, v. Ft. Mad. & N. W., wrongful withholding 1884 500 

Melrose, N. M., Goldfield. v. O. & N.-W., failure to deliver at station 1884 560 

Fbbight Tbains, Stopping of at Platfobms— see Stopping Trains al Platforms. 

Fbbight Tbaihs Oabbting Passbngbbs— see Ti'oin Service. 

Fueij, Appbopbiation of by Oabbibbs— see Appropriation of Coal. 

GONG, electric, for crossing— see Mectrie Sfgrnate 1893 138 
Gk>VBBtrMBHT Oo«TBOL or ownership of railroads 1891 28 

GOYBBNOB's QuBSTiONS FOB Bbpobts— See Reports, 

Gbadbs, KBDUOTION OF . . 1898 4 

Gbadb ubossinqs. Fabm— see Crossings, Farm. 

Gbadb OBOSsinos, Highways ob Stbbbts- see Crossings, Highway, 

Gbadb Orossing, Bailboad— see Crossings, Railroad. 

Gbaib fob Sbbd, reduced rates for 1892 838 

GBAiir HonsB, Sitbs fob— see Sites. 

Gbangbb Law, and tariff, workings of discussed 1878, Appendix cxl ; 1878 51 

Gbabgbb Law, discussion of 1885 84 

Gb ABGBB Moybmbnt IB THE 97BST, history of , by Spencer Smith 1889 21 

Gbangbb Tabiff, Eabnings Undbb— see Earnings. 

Gbbat Bbitain, BaUjBOad Oommibsionbbs of— see Commissioners. 

HAOKS AND OMoriBUSBS, Pbiyilbgbb of at Station— see Omnibus Privileges and 
Discrimination. 

Hay Batbb, petition of D. M. N. & W. for advance in 1893 166 

Hbating of Oabs- see Warming Cars. ' 

H BIGHT of platforms at stations 1889 1071 

Hbpbubn, committee report 1880174, 181 

Highway, The, and the railway 1881 79 

Highways, establishment of, commissioners no authority over 1892 826 

Highway, relocation, expense of crossing must be borne by railroad company 1889 1065 

Highway ObosiIngs, Dangbbous— see Crossings, Highway. 

Keep, F. a., Belolt, v. O , M, & St. P., by relocation of track 1885 561 

HiSlOBT of Iowa railroads .' 1879, 83; 1880,239; 1896 179 
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HiBTOBT OF THB RAIIiBOAD QQBSTION IN lOWA— 866 RaUfOOd QueStUm. 

HOTBL Patronage, solicitation 0F-se6 Omnibus Privileges. 

TMPBOVEMENTS of roads and rolling itock 1891 4 

^ Incompetsnt Enoinbsbs— 866 EfiffineerB, 

Increase of Earninos Under Oommissionebs' Bates— 866 Bates, 

Injunction, B . 0. R. & N., in Joint Bates— B66 Joint Rales. 

Injunction— 866 Rates and Joint Rates. 

Injunction, by Judg6S Br6W6r and Fairall, v. Sch6dal6 of 1838 1888 36 

Injuries to Persons— 866 Personal Injuries 

Insoltenoy of Oonnectino Line, pr6pa7m6nt d6manded 1878 15 

Inspection OF EtAiLROADS IN Iowa •. i8»8 7 

Inspection Service. 

Bak6r Bros, and Samuel Lilburn Oo., Ottnmwa, butter and egg shipments 1893 234 

Oounoil BluffdBoirdof Tradev. 0,B. I. & P. and O. & N.-W 1889 977 

Insufpicient Passenger Train Service— see Train Service. 

Interlocking Switches, advisability of their adoption discussed 1889 18 

Adoption of in Iowa 1897 6 

Discussion of 1898 5 

Belknap, 0., B. I. & P. and Wabash 1837 35 

Oarnforth, crossing of 0.& N.-W. and O., B. I. &P 1896 48 

Oenterville, crossing of K. & W. and 0.,B. I. &P 1893 30 

Davenport, O., B. I. AP. and B ,0. B. & N 1897 46; 1898 31 

Fairfield, O., B.I. & P. and O., B. & Q 1897 47 

Libertyvllle, 0., B. I. & P. and O., Ft. M. & D. M 1897 35 

Malvern, crossing of O, B. &Q. and O. & St. Louis 1898 33 

Melbourne, crossing of O. G. W. and la. Cent 1898 32 

Neola,0.. B. I. &P.andO., M. &St. P 1897 47 

Ottumwa, O., B. I. & P. and O., B. &Q 1897 45 

Seymour, crossing of 0.,M.& St. P. and 0., B. I. & P , 1896 47 

Intebseotions, Failure to Stop at— see Crossing 8tox>s, 
Interstate Gommbrce Law, Violation of— see Bates, 
Interstate Oommbroe— see, also. Stale Commerce, 

Application for suspension of long and short haul clause 1887 714 

Committee on, from (Jnited States senate 1885 38 

Desirability of establishment of interstate commerce commission 188S 49 

Discussion of 1882 42 

Discussion of, Interstate Oommerce Railway association 1890 24 

Interstate commerce law, violation of 1888 698 

Interstate and state commerce, discussion of 1886 36 

Interstate and state commerce 1880, 168; 1894, 164; 1896 216 

Interstate commerce law anticipated 1883 35 

Its nature discussed in supreme court's decision 1892 88,39 

Lawofl873.. 1878 65 

Law regulating, discussed by the board 1887 31 

Powers of the state in reference to. . 1887,50; 1894 164 

Beagan bill 1882 42 

Bates on, necessity for elasticity in 1882 4& 

Besolution of the Twentieth General Assembly, asking congressional action 1884 86 

What constitutes Diamond Jo line case 1889,1074,1077 

D. J. Carpenter case 1800 H9 

H. B. Heath & Son's case 1804 164 

Iowa Coal Bates, Petition for Advance in— see Bates, 
Iowa Commissioner Law Discussed— see Commissioners, 

Iowa Falls & Sioux CiTT Bailroad, history of 1879 109 

Iowa Midland Bailwat, history of 1879 110 

Iowa Bailroads, Hutory of— see HUttory of Iowa BaUroads. 
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JOBBING— Number Of persona employed In 1884 1884 76 
Jobbing and Manufactcbing. 

Amount of sales In 1884 1884 76 

Products In 1884 1884 77 

Net Increase of business of 1883 1884 76 

Materials In 1884 1884 77 

Jobbing in Iowa, number of people Interested In 1885 49 

JoBBBBS' Batbs DisoossBD— see Carload Bates and Rat6« 1884 73 

Tons of freight moved In 1884 1884 76 

Petition for restoration of Jobbers and manufacturers' rates 1885 535 

Wages paid by, In 1884 1884 77 

Capital employed In, In Iowa 1884 76 

Jobbers In Iowa should be placed on equality with those of outside points 1885 5S 

Joint Batbs— see, also, Rates^ Joint. 

Commissioners enjoined from establishing by B., 0. B. & N 1890 6 

Commissioners* joint rates discussed * 1891 14 

Deemer, J., decision concerning 1895 zzlil 

Desirability of, between all Iowa lines 1887 717 

Joint rates, status of discussed 1896 5 

Dissenting opinion of Justices Bothrock and Bobinson concerning 1891 49 

Eighty per cent schedule higher than rates voluatarily charged by carriers or 

those now in effect on interstate traffic 1891 15 

Failure to apply on flaxseed shipments 1891 763 

In force in other states, but refused in Iowa 1694 197 

Injunction proceedings against commission 1891 45 

Law and discussion in reference to joint ratesi 1890 4 

Laws relating to 1895 xvll 

Legislation recommended 1891,50; 3895 xxlx 

List of roads refusing to accept commissioners' ! 1891 14 

List of roa'ls accepting same 1891 , 15 

Litigationon 1890 " 6 

Must be applied for and refused to shippers before petitioning board 1895 xxviii 

Opinion of Iowa supreme court concerning 1891,45-50; 1895 xxv 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to B., 0. B. & N. injunction case 1893 27 

Opinion of supreme court in reference to Blair v. S. O. & N 1897 395 

O vercharges on account of roads failing to apply, ordered refunds d 1891 763 

Power of the state to fix through rates over two or more lines 1891 47 

Petition by carrier to extend time of trial of, account of apparent increase of 

earnings under 1891 15 

Beasons for motion to dissolve in j unction and reasons for injunction 1891 46 

Bules for fixing rates for continuous haul (83 per cent schedule) 1890 6 

Schedule and order concerning 1895 xxii 

Status and discussion of 1895 xvll 

Violation of Joint rate law by one carrier no excuse for another 1891 763 

Willingness of 111. Ctint.to apply in Iowa 1891* 763 

COMPLAINTS CONCBRNING 

Baker, W., manager Columbia Coil Co , Diamond, v. Iowa Central 1894 337 

Campbell, F. M.. & Co.. Bandolph, v. C, B. &Q , failure to apply 1895 194 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co., v. C, B I. & P. and B , C. B. & N., pstltion for 1889 1085 

Cedar Falls Paper Mfg. Co. v. Iowa Central and C. O. W., refusal to apply. ....... 1893 250 

Columbia Coal Co., Diamond, v. Iowa Central, refusal to apply 1894 337 

Coon Valley Coal Co.. Des Moines, v. C, Su. P. & K. C. discrimination in 1893 767 

Corey Coal Co., Lehigh, V. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for 1898 839 

Darby, J. H , Belmond, v. M. 0. & Ft. D , refasal to apply, overcharge 1893 303 

Davenport, shippers of , v. B., C B. & N., et al . , petition for 1889 1023, 1087 

Flint, F. C, Manchester, v, C, M. & St. P., refusal of through billing 1896 81 

Ft. Madison Chair Co., V. C, B. &Q„ and B., C. B & N., refusal to make 1889 1055 

Holman, C. J., & Bro., Sargent's Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W. et al., petition for 1889 1018 

Mc9i1ora, L. E., Larchwood, v. B., C. B. & N , et. al., refasal to apply 1893 862 

McCarthy, M.H., Dubuque, letter of, concerning 1896 81 

Steeves, J . C, Page Center, v H. & S. and C , B. & Q., refusal to apply 1892 852 

Smith, H. D,, Montlcello, v. 111. Cent., refusal to apply 1891 763 

Tims, J. B., Tama, V. C. A N.-W., refusal to grant 1890 934 
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JoiHT STATiom— see also Wyes. 

And T connections, legislation reoommended 18P0 40 

At intersections, discussion of 1884 78 

At railroad crossings ISfi 78 

Laws of Missonri and Wisconsin concerning, at crossings 1883 710 

0OMPL4IOT8 OONOntniNG AHD PbTITIOMS VOB. 

Allen Orove township, Bcott coanty, citisens of, v. O , M. & St P. and B.,O.B & N. 1885 49» 

Brown, J. O , Marshalltowo, y. Oent . Iowa and Wis , Iowa & Neb 1884 '6<2 

Oarnf ^rth, oitizens of, v . 0. , B. I. & P., freight facilities at 1889 987 

Orandall, J. B., Sterling, ill., y. 0. & N- ^. and Wabash, at Lohrville 1884 57S 

Crooked Greek Bd. Oo., union depot at Webster Oity 1893 212 

Davenport, Moline & Bock Island, petition for at Wheatland 1887 756 

Dean, George W., etal., Oonway, v. H. &8. andO., B. & Q. Bd. Co 1884 638 

Denison, citisens of, Y. O. AN. -W.etal .petition of 1887 727 

Diagonal, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & E. C. and H. & S., petition for . . . 1889 1063 

Donnan, Fayette county, citisens ofi v. C, M . & St. P. and B., C. B. & N 1890 859 

Fayette county, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. et al., at Donnan Junction 1887 706 

Goldfield,citizensof, y.O. AN.-W. andB,O.B &N 1884 636 

Harrison township, Mahaska county, citizens of, y. C. & N.- W. et al . . . . 1886, 607; 1887 764 

Harveyy tile, citizens of, ▼. C. B. I. & P. and Wabash, St . L. & P 1886 600 

Hawarden,citiB4nsof, Y. C. &N.-W. andO., M. &St. P 1884 637 

Herndon, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P. and Wabjish, St. L. & P 1884 68a 

Iowa county, citizens of, Y. C, B. I. & P. and C, M. & St. P 1884 642 

Jenks, A. M., Sheldahl, y. C. & N.-W. et al. , platform crossings, etc 1887 689 

Jesup, Ellas, et al.. New Prortdence, y. Iowa Oent. and Toledo & N.-W By 1885 646 

Krysher, LeYi, Ayou, y. C, B. & Q. and C, B. I. & P., petition for 1886 603 

Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, y. 0.^ B, & Q. and C. G. W., petition for 

freight station at Af ton Junction 1893 167 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley et al. of, y. C. G. W., joiat station at crossing 1896 16 

MalYern, citizens of, Y. C , B. & Q. and Wabash, St. L. & P 1884 623 

Slason, E. H., Carnf orth, y. C. & N.-W. and C, B. I. & P., petition for 1885 535 

New Boston, citizens of, Y. A., T. & S. F. et al 1897 41 

Noel, J. T, Noel, Y. C, M. &St. P. and B., G. B. & N., petition for 1886 667 

Oneida, citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P. and C, St. P. & E. C, petition for 1889 1072 

Paiestine,trusteesof,Y. C, M.&St. P.andC.&N.-W 1884612,618 

Beynard, J. S , Greston, y. G., B. & Q and C. G. W., at Afton Junction 1893 136 

Boblnson, C. E., etal.,Hawarden, Y. 0., M. & St. P 1887 704 

Bockwell City, citizens of, et al., y. G. & N.-W. et al., at LohrYille 1801 768 

Bomans, J. B., et al., Denison, y. G., M. & St. P. and G. & N.-W., at Arion 1891 742 

Bow, Samuel, etal., Oskaloosi, y. C. & N.-W and Burl. & Western 1885 602 

St. Charles, citizens of, et al., y. 0., B. I. & P. et al., near BeYlngton 1892 756 

Sheldahl, citizens of, y. G., M. & St. P. and C & N.-W., petition for 1886 670 

Sheldon, citizens of, y. C, M & St. P. et al., inadequate accommodations at 1887 697 

Shipley, H. F., etal., Herndon, v. G., M. & St. P. et al 1883 70S 

Smith, A., et al., Conway, y. C , B. & Q. and H. ft S., petition for 1890 864 

Stile, T. B , et al., St. Charles, y. C, B. L & P. and D. M., O. & S 1887 679 

Truro, citizens of, et al. , y. D. M. & K. 0. et al. , near BeYlngton 1892 765 

Walnut and Vernon townships, Palo Alto county, citizens of, y. B., 0. B & N. and 

C.,M.&St.P 1886,479:1887 68» 

Warren township, citizens of, Poweshiek county, y. G. & N.-W. and C., B. I. & P. . 1884 &9ft 

Warren township, Keokuk county, trustees of, y. C. & N.-W. and C., B. I. & P — 1885 676 
Winterset, St. Charles and Truro, citizens of, y. C, B. I. & P. and D. M. & K. G., 

petition for, near BeYlngton 1892 755 

JuBiSDioiiON or Bailroad GoMMi8SioirBB8-«ee, also, CommitsUmen, 

of commissioners 1878,6; 189128, 862 

of commissioners in matters of priYate right 1802 26-28, 38-39 

Just Discrimination discussed 1884 73 

ly'EOKUK & Dig MoiNBS Bailway, history of 1879 110 
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1 AOK or Oabe— 3ee|J^lltire>to Furnish Cars; also Can, Lcuik of. 

^ Laok of Dbpot Faoiutibs— see Station, 

Lakbs, Inland, crossed by railroads without authority 1885 S9 

Laad Gbants, first and final report of 1878,46; 1803 13 

Labgb and BmaIiIi Bhippbbs— sse Carload RaUa, 

Larbassn, William, governor, questions for commissioners' reports 1889 42 

Law Granting Powxb to Oomm isbionvbs— see Commissionera. 

Laws and Legislation relating to railways 1800 Appendix 

Affecting railroads discussed— see Railroad Question, 

Amendments suggested 1878 82 

Ohronologlcal arrangement of 1878 31 

Conflicting and disputed provisions of..... '..1889,87; 1891 42 

Decisions of court COD strulng 1805 xi 

In reference to automatic couplers and brakes 1887 60 

In Iowa, affecting railroads 1800 Appendix 

Provisions of in surrounding states « 1806 yii 

Becommendatlons of commissioners concerning legislation 1887 57-60, 75 

Recommended by commissioners 1801 42 

Becommended by commissioners 1880 37-46 

Revisions and present status of 1805 xi 

Suggestions coacernlng amendments to law requiring reports of carriers 1879 4 

Uniformity in 1802 46 

Lnasbs, Tnrm (NATION ov voB Wabbhousbs, Eto.— See Sites, 

Lhasbd Roads, discussion of advisability of consolidating 1870 66 

Lbvnns, their maintenance by railroad companies 1884 85 

LlABILITT OF OABBIBB. 

Bbtond Its Own Linb— see Damages, 
OONOBBNiNG LiVB Stook— See, also. Live Stock, 

Forcareof in transit 1880 1060 

For killing 1803 249 

For shrinkage of or decline of market during delay in transportation 1802 866 

Smith, J. N., Fairfield, v. 0., B. & Q., shipments of without attendant 1883 647 

Fob Failubb to Sound Whistlb at Obossino— see Stock KHUed;, also, Crossing— 
Highway, 

For failures to stop at platforms 1801 777 

Fob Goods Shippbd " Ownbr's Bisk "--see Owner*s Risk, 

Fob Batbs Quotbd bt Aobnt.. 1880 1060 

Hamilton, J, M., Welda, Kan., v.C, B.&Q. 1886 650 

Fbom Fibb, Supbbmb Court's Opinion 1806 xxxv 

see, also, Fire Set Out by Engine; also, Damages, 
Not Bxbmpt Fbom, bt Oontbacv— see Owner's Risk. 
Of initial carrier 1885 666 

Lighting Oabs. 

Discussion of 1800 6 

Discussion of dry carburettor system 1888 48-44 

Limitbd Tiokbts, What Oonstitutbs Notiob or LixiTATioBr, Eto.— see Tickets. 

Litbbatubb, objectionable, sold on trains 1883 03 

LiTiGATiON—see, also. Railroad Question, 

Oases pending in state courts to enforce commissioners* orders 1801 38 

Decisions of supreme court discussed 1802 21,30 

In reference to commissioners* rates 1880 30 

Report of attorney-general concerning 1802, 30, 43 ; 1803, 30; 1800, 10 ; 1805, 37 ; 1806 176 

LiYB STOOK—see, also, LialbUity of Carriers— 

Brown, W. R , Wallingford, v.O , M. & St. P., delay in transit 1883 687 

Oare of when being shipped. 1887 741 

Engle, E., Onawa, v. 0. & N.-W. R'y, cruelty to stock in transit 1884 541 

In Palaob Gabs, Mbthod or Rbgulati iro Ohargbs roB— see Palace Stock Cars. 
Passenger fare for attendant, with L. 0. L. shipments, not authorized by com- 
missioners' schedule 1804 276,347 

Oonfl aement in transit, not exceeding twenty-eight hours 1878 56 

Substitution or, in Tbansit— see Stealing Livestock in Trcmsit. 

LiVB Stock Ratbs— see RateSt Freight, 
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Loading Gabs From Wagons— see also Demurrage. 

Galley, W. H., Zearing, v. Central Iowa, refusal to furnish oars for 1886 573 

Strong & Co., Ln ton, V. O , M. & St. P., for track shipments 1896 156 

Time allowed for 1884,636; 1889 996 

Loading and Unlo4dino L. C. L. Shipments. 

Hoebel, P , Blairstown, v. all lines, regulations concerning 1892 838 

Looal Freight, percentage of, 1883,20; 1885,21; 1886,20; 1887 30 

LoOAL Freight, Tonnage in Iowa, Pbrcbntagb ot— see Tonnage, 

LooAii Bates— see Aates 1880 174 

Local Train SBRviOB-see Train Service. 

LoOAL Lines, percentage of charges received on through shipments 1893 38 

LOCOMOTIYIB, net freight of 1879 64 

Logs, Olassifigatton or— see Clarification. 

Log Bates Compared— see Bates. 

Long and Sbort Haul, Bates por and Violation op— see, also. Rates. 

Farnam & Kllbourne, Akron, v. C, M. & St. P., violation of 1888 695 

Fowler Company, The, Waterloo, V, 111. Cent 1886 485 

Hogaboom, B. B., Oreston, y. C, B. &Q., on hard coal 1895 2S6 

Joyce, D., Carroll, v. C, M. & St. P. and C. & N.-W.,ou lumber 1894 879 

Lane Implement Co., Bed Oak, v. C, B. & Q , on car of Implements 1895 175 

Low rates for long haul. Importance of to the state 1880 181 

New York and other laws concerning 1885 55 

Merrill, J. H. & Co., ■Ottumwa,v, K.&W., violation of 1888 789 

Principle of referred to 1886 52 

Losses bt Floods— see Bloods. 

Losses on Through Business Made Up bt High Local Bates -see Rates. 

Lumber Bates— see Aotea. 

Lost in Transit— see also Damages. 

Barber Med. Co., Davis City, v. C , B. & Q., carboy of vitriol 1892 730 

Barnacle, John, Dana, v. C, B. I. & P , shortage of oats shipped to Peoria 1891 774 

Beok, Joseph, Marcus, V. 111. Cent., of coal 1898 94 

Brower, D. M., Adel, v. C, B. I. & P., hogs 1891 834 

Bruce, J. J., Bolfe, v. C. & N.-W., failure to deliver goods as marked 1883 651 

Calkins & Homan Bros, Corning, v. C, B. & Q , stove 1886 611 

Cary, George T., Grant, V. C, B. & Q, goods 1891 813 

Caster & Brlggs, Barnes City, v. B., C. B. & N., window broken 1898 89 

Clark, A., Canton, V. C. & N.-W., loss of veal 1891 263 

Conrad, Ed. A., Forest City, v. M. & St. L. and C. & N.-W , household goods 1884 499 

Creswell, M., Bonaparte, v. C, B. 1. & P., hogs 1883 629 

Cumlngs, J. M., Spencer, v. C, B. I. &P., household goods 1880 111 

Eselck, M. L., Indlanola, V. C, St. P. & E. O , potatoes 1890 946 

Fowler, C. W., Bowan, v. B , 0. B. & N., veal damaged In transit 1895 166 

Fremont Butter and figg Co., v. C, B. & Q., car of eggs mlssent 1890- 844 

Fuller, H. E., Otho, V. 111. Cent., box of goods 1888 741 

Germer, Otto, Imogene, V. C, M. & St. P 1897 142 

Goerger, H, Grant, V. B. & O., household goods damaged ... 1894 298 

Gross, F. P., Sibley, v. B., C. B. & N., goods 1898 856 

Halloway, H. G., Paton, V. C, B. I. & P., steel 1892 824 

Hartman, G. A., Creston, v. C, B. & Q., shortage of coal 1889 997 

Healy, H. M. & Son, Grundy Center, v. B.. C. B. & N., damage to flour 1894 258 

Hebron, 8., Strawberry Point, v. C, M. & St. P., damage to stock 1894 841 

Heaton, H. J., Anderson, V. C, B. & Q., goods stolen 1881 459 

Hurley, A. 8., Cherokee, V. B. & M , of tools 1897 148 

Judge, J. T., Carroll, v. C. & N.-W., tent outfit 1895 210 

Kendall, E. S., Eellerton, v. C. & N.- W., household goods 1882 637 

Lingham, M. Van Cleve, v. Iowa Central, loss of oil on platform 1895 225 

Luther, M. H., Swede Point, v. 111. Cent, and C, B. & Q , household goods 1882 527 

Martlndale, J. M., Prairie City, v. 0. B. & E. C. box of books 1896 77 

Marquardt, C. G., of the Iowa Phonograph Co., v. 111. Cent., goods 1892 866 

McFarlane, James, Blencoe, v. S. C. &P., boxes of tobacco 1885 582 

McNall, A. H., MaxwelJ, V. 0., M. & St. P., merchandise 1884 501 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P. and W., I. & N., merchandise 1885 685 
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Lost in Transit— Continued— 

McNall, A. H., Maxwell, Y. O., M. & St. Pm barrel of sugar 18f>5 567 

Phelps, P. E, Bockford. y. B., O. R. & N., flaxseed 1895 240 

Raber, John, Newber^, v. 0. & N.- W., household goods 1882 458 

Ryan, J. A , Laurens; v. 0. & N.-W., loss of hogs 1890 940 

Sokol & Eegley . Monmoutli, v. 0. & N .- W., damage to sorghum 1804 319 

Southall, William & Sons, Plerson, v. O. & N.- W , of grain 1808 70 

Spencer Bros., Randolph, y. O., B. & Q, car of coal 1882 449 

Stafford, H. W., Grundy Center, v. B., 0. R. & N., shortage in car of oats 1891 829 

Stebblns, W. P., Decorra, 111, V. O. G. W., merchandise 1894 837 

ficebbins, W. F., Des Moines, y. O., R. I. & P., houst hold goods 1896 127 

Van Norman, J., Moyille, y. 0., R. I- & P. et al., merchandise 1895 161 

Vetter, D., Grant, y. O, B. & Q., oilcloth ... 1891 731 

Warnstaff, N., Grand Riyer, y. B. & M. et al., merchandise 1888 679 

Whittier, L., Whiting, y. S. C. & P. and 0. & N.-W., merchandise 1883 584 

Witmer, F. R. & Son, Mingo, y. 0., St. P. & K. 0., goods stolen 1890 876 

Woodi Alfred, Traer, y. O., M. & St. P. and B„ O. R. & N 1882 532 

IWI AIL Facilitixs and Mail Ssbyigb— see Station Service^ also Train Service. 

*** Maplb RiYEB Railroad, history of 1879 HI 

Marked Oapaoiiy ot Oars. 

France, H. O., Rose Hill, y. O., R. I. & P., rule goyerning 1897 135 

Markxts, Choice or. Shippers Entitled to- see Rights of Shippers. 

Marks, M. L., testimony of, in Dayen port rate cases 1888 761 

M A8SA chusetts, attitude of, conoerning grade crossings 1893 16 

Maximum AND Minimum Rates, discussion of 1885 53 

Maximum Rates, opinion of supreme court concerning, discussed 1897 9 

Maximum Rates, in Dayenport, Dubuque and BurliDgton rate cases 1888, 752, 773, 797 

MgClain, Emlin, " Statutes of Iowa relating to railways " 1890 3 

Mileage. 

Increase in Iowa discussed 1891,5; 1898 6 

Iowa,flfthof thestatesin 1891 5 

In Iowa, table of 1879 128 

Of road built from earnings in excess of 6 per cent on $30,000 per mile 1891 37 

Proportion of earnings credited to branch lines 1889 1006 

Mileage Book. 

Hultz, Webb, Chariton, y. Iowa Central, claim for rebate on 1890 851 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1890 851 

T^ash, C. J., Ottumwa, y. Wabash, C, R. I. & P. et al., refusal to honor 1886 575 

Pollans, F.E., Waterloo, y. 111. Cent., use of by oihdr thaa purchaser..... 1897 134 

Milling in Transit. 

Application of principle to barbed wire 1887 715 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, y. Illinois Central, cleaning grain in transit 1893 252 

Tiede, A. C. & Co., Elkport, y. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1892 850 

Minimum Charge. 

Barnard Bros. , Ackley, y. Central Iowa, 25-cent charge 1680 19 

Iowa Jobbers y. All Railroads, attempted adyance, 23c to 50c 189ft 335 

Parker, S. F , Earlyllle, y. C. & N.-W 188i 457 

Minimum Weight, 

Brown, W. S., Manson, V. 111. Cent .1896 61 

Minimum Weight and Marked Capacity ot Car. 

Brown, J. G., Marshalltown, y. C, M. & St, P , charges for excess 1887 718 

Codd, H. G. B., Westfleld, y. C. & N.-W., on liye stock 1894 260 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, y. C, B. & Q, on wagons, parts of 1887 750 

Des Moines Linseed Oil works y. Illinois Central, on flax seed 1895 218 

France, H. , Rose Hill, y. C, R. I. & P., rule goyerning marked capacity of cars 1897 135 

Leonard, Daniel, Corning, y. All Railroads, on car of sheep 1894 159 

Ketchem & Johnson Co., Marshalltown, y. 0. & N.-W., agricultural implements.. 1897 108 

McGrath, J., Tyrone, y. 0., B. &Q.,of coal.... 189i 865 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, y. C. & N.-W., of carloads 1882 459 

Sheldon, H. C, Tingley, y. C, B. & Q , on sheep in carloads. 1893 201 
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MiMK, Oliyhi Wm comptroller, letter of, in Oouncil Bluffi complaint 1886 515 

MiBCBLiiAvaons. 

Adams, B. B., Brltt, v. 0., I. ft D. B. R. Co., compensation for printing 1886 515 

Astor, citliens of, v. 0., M. A St. P., location of new town near As tor 1886 589 

Brown, A. F., Newton, y. Central Iowa, failure to run Odd Fellows* train 1888 730 

Oarlson, S. G., Stratford, v. 0. & N.-W., reatal for site for scales 1893 21 

Oassellman, J. H., Ames, v. 0., St. P., M. & O., claim for lost mileage book 1808 B^ 

Davids, et al., Sanborn, v. O , M. & St. P., unsanitary cabooses 1896 98 

Dow & Mercer, McVeigh, y. Ft. M. ft N.- W., withholding of freight 1884 600 

Bxpenses in constructing spur track, parties entitled to return of, on abandon- 

mentoftrack 1891 738 

Gillespie, Mrs. B , Ohadron, y. 0., B. ft Q , refund for ticket stolen 1889 1086 

Indebtedness of railway companies, law concerning 1884 77 

Jones, F. O., Herndon,y. D. M. ft N.-W., et al., storing cars on T track 1802 8S0 

Paralta, Linn county, citizens of, v. 0. , M. ft St. P., highway to depot 1892 814 

Randall, L. D. ft Oo., Dubuque, y. Illinois Central, dl vision of territory between 

railroads 1881 138 

Slosson, J. M., North wood, v. B., C. R. ft N., feeding snow-bound pasiengers 1883 674 

Spire, William J., Barnes City, v. C, B. I. ft P , misconduct of train men 1808 856 

Valentine, H. K., Casey, v. United States BxpressOo., claim for perishable goods 

shlpped.wlth charges guaranteed 1892 847 

MlSQUOTSD RATBS BT AOIVTS, LIABILITY OF OAB.ilBRS TOn— See LioMHty, 

MiXBD Oakloads— see CarlMuis. 

Mix&D Train Sbbyiob— see Train Service. 

Monopoly of shipping facilities on station grounds against public policy 

1800,893-895; 1801,736,814; 1802 781 

Morgan, £. G., appointed secretary of the board 1880 a 

Resigned 1887 8 

M ATION AL CONYBNTiON of railroad commissioners 1881 164 

^ ^ Navigation, Obstbuotion of— see Obstruction and Overflow, 
Neoligbnob in Cabb of Station— see Station, 

Nbw Linbs, construction of 1898 6 

Night Station Sbryiob— see Station. 
NORTHWOOD Oasb— see, also. Abandonment of Road, 

Certified to attorney-general 1884 45 

NUISANOB. 

Woman's Village Imp. Co., Coon Rapids, v. C , M. ft St. P., unsightly piles of dirt. 1807 105 

OBSTRUCTING Strbbts and Highway Crossings— see also, Crossinot Htghway, 
Dodd, F. B , waucoma, v. C, M. ft St. P , with standing trains 1806 . Ill 

Gafford, Joseph, Burlington, v. Citizens of Murray, by elevator 1887 687 

Barney, B , mayor of Meservey, v. M. C. ft Ft. D , street with cars 1896 158 

Johnson and Erickson, Pickering, v. C, M. ft St. P., by fence 1893 909 

Lee, L. W., Wick, v. O G. W., by standing train 1898 80 

Le Mars, citizens of, V. 111. Cent 1800861,889 

Murchisoo, A. S., Williamsburg, v. C, M. ft St. P., by trains 1886 517 

Murray, citizens of, V. C, B. ft Q , at highway crossing 1886 665 

Murray, citizens of, v. C, B.ftQ, protest of Joseph Gafford 1887 687 

Ochiltree, T. J., Morning Sun, v. B., C. R. ft N., blockading streets 1884 635 

Roley, T. T., Keswick, V. B., C. R. ft N., by standing train 1806 186 

Russell, J. M., Storm Lake, V. 111. Cent., by elevator 1803 154 

Thomas, A. D., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., streets across station grounds 1803 166 

Turner, et al., Colfax, v. C, R. I. ft P., by train 1803 810 

Waters, James, Des Moines, V. C. ft N.-W., with cars ,. 1802 832 

Wyatt, E. R., et al , Lamoille, V. C. ft N.-W, with train '.. 1886 55* 

Zeldler, J. C , Mallard, V. C , R. I. ft P., by building and platform 1803 155 

Obstruotion and Oybbflow. 

Amundson, H., Ellsworth, v. C. ft N - W., watercourse and highway 1888 788 

Anderson, A. A , et al., OkobojU V. O , M. ft St. P., navigation. 1803 741 

Armstrong, J. B., roid supervisor, Marlon, v. C , M. ft St. P., watercourse 1804 246 
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Barnholdt, Olause, Wlot &, v. O., B. I. & P., lack of culirerts 1800, 951 ; 18B4 388 

Beebe, J. W., Talmage, v. O G. W., waste water from tank 1808, 867 : 1893 210 

Boal, John, et al., Mitchellville, v. 0., B. I. & P., insufflcleat drainage 1897 144 

Oampbell, J. 8. K., Morning Sua, y. Iowa Oent., drainage 1896 172 

Oraig, W. F., et al., Davis Oity, v. O., B. & Q., of watercourse 1600 879 

Orozier, O. B., Oskaloosa, v. B. & W. and O. & N.- W., of watercourse 1890 860 

0., B. I. & P. By. Oo. Y. O., St. P. & K. O., at grade railroad crossing 1887 735 

Donner, J. D., et al , Marshalltown, v. W., I. & N., by defective construction 1887 713 

Eldon drainage case 1895 125 

Fortney, David, Otbo, v. M. & St. L. , refusal to lower culvert : . . . . 1 885 551 

Giles, Ubarles, Talmage, v. 0., B. & Q, of waterway 1890 8i5 

Greenwood township, trustees of, Bancroft, v. O. & N.-W. , of watercourse 1894 343 

Outbiie county, cidzensof, v. 0., M. & St. P., near Bagley 1803 14JB 

Hendrie, J. S., et al.. Pacific Junction, v. 0., B. & Q , of creek 1884 569, 574 

Huxley, citizens of, by O. L. Hatteberg, v. , M. & St. P., of watercourse 1893 230 

Innis, W. H., et al., Emmetaba'rg, V. B., O. B. & N., navigation 1886 474 

Jenks, A. N., Sheldahl, v. 0. & N.-W., by surface water 1886 579 

Kelly, W. F., Decatur county, v. D. M. & E. O , damages, on account of 1890 88S 

Kendall, W. T., et al., Spirit Lake, v 0., M. & St. P., navigation 1885 491 

Kline, George, Glidden, v. O. & N. - W., insufficient waterway 1891 771 

Koonf, J. H., Dea Moines, v. 0. G. W., drainage 1895 158 

Lange, A., Froellch, v. O , M. & St. P., insufficient drainage 1892 838 

Lestina, F., Froellch, v. O., M. & St. P., highway crossing 1897 119 

Lewis, J. F., New Hampton, v. O. G. W., damage on account of 1803 803 

McOonnell, T. D., Botna, V. 0. &N.-W., from embankment 1896 130 

McNaughton, M. N., Villlsca, v. O., B. & Q., stock drowned 1887 ';66 

Mitchell, L., Blairsburg, v. 111. Oent., drainage 1895, 197 ; 1896 57 

Moore, Thomas, et al., Turin, v. O. A N.- W., arbitration 1889 999,1002 

Powell, Oharles, et al., Bagley, v. 0., M. & St. P., damage by reason of 1898 148 

Bick, James G., Granger, v. D. M., N. & W., defective drainage 1897 118 

Bodgers, G. W., Fort Dodge, v. M. & St. L., petition to drain excavation 1886 524 

Shopball, Henry, Mt. Union, v. B. & N. W., damage caused by 1883 654 

Smith, E. J., North English, v. 0., M. & St. P. , improper drainage 1892 832 

Terry, J. L , Martelie, v. O., M. & St. P., of watercourse 1892 •''40 

Tibbets, D. , Miles, et al., y. O , B. I. & P., drainage near Eldon 1806 125 

Turner, James B., Wiota, y. 0., B I. A P.. insufficient drain pipe 1801 700 

Wilcox, J. A., Sanborn, v. O, M. & St P., of watercourse 1803 830 

Wright, W. H. H., Dunlap, v. 0. & N.-W.. Insufficient drainage '. 1880 39 

Tungclass,J.H.,Duncombe,v. 111. Oent., of highway 1885 545 

Tungeless, J. H. , Webster Oity, v. 111. Oent., detective culvert 1888 667 

OrncaBS' BALARIB8 1888 646 

Omhibcs Priyilxgbs. 

Anderson, P. G , & Bon, Mason Oity, v. 0., M. & St. P., discrimination in 1805 222 

Beach, W. H., Goldfield, v. K*y Oo*s., refused to allow him 1896 87 

Olose, George Y., Iowa Falls, v. B., 0. B. A N., et al., discrimination in 1892 'i63 

Hackmen of Sioux Oity v. B'y Oompanies, discrimination in 1890 881 

Smith, et al., Manilla, v. O., M. & St. P., hotel runners at stations 1888 097 

Stalker, J W., Iowa Falls, v. Illinois Oentral, discrimination 1897 12J 

Thomassen, John G., Pella, v. O., B. I. & P., discrimination in 1890 90S 

Todd, J. B., Manilla, y. 0., M. & St. P., privileges of hotel runners at stations. . . . 1894 877 

Van Houser, F. and 0., Oedar Falls, v. 111. Oent., discrimination in 1881 135 

Opbbatino Expensks. 

Must be met by earnings 1880 178 

Percentage of different classes of 1880 162 

Opsbatobs, Tblbgbaph, Pbtitiom fob— see Station, 

Obdbbsoj' Oommisbionjibs, their nature should be specific, instead of advisory; 

opinion by supreme court 1892 21,89 

OvBB-OAPiTALizATiON—see Watered Stock. 

OvBBCHAkGi Ofi Sand— see iiates. 

OvBBOHABGB IN Pabsbnobr Fabbs— See Paesenger Fares, 
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▲lien, D. p., Carroll, v. 0., M. & St. P., et al.. oncarcf Junk 1889 1055 

Amos, T. B., Essex, y. 0.,B. &Qm on calves. 1887 753 

Archer, W. F , Spencer, Y. Om M. & Bt. P., refund ordered 1881 137 

Arnold, J. M., DaylsOlty, y.O., B.&Q, on posts 1888 731 

Aye, Rolf, Grundy Center, Y.B., O. B. &N., on timothy seed 1895 234 

Banks, J A., Oooper, v. D. M. N. & W., on thresher engine for repairs 1892 834 

Barber, Bd., Qlidden, V. O. & N.-W., In rate on buggy 1884 49,69 

Barr, ij P., Eagle Orove, v. M. 0. & Ft. D., on empty baskets 1887 684 

Barrett & Son, Mount Vernon, y. O & N.-W., on corn 1887 689 

Bathe, G. B.. Tuskeego, y. 0., B. &Q., on cars of hogs 1889 1054 

Baxter, J. W., Lewis, y.O.,R. LAP., on live stock 1888 833 

Beach, O. L. , Btratton, Neb., y. M. & St. L., error in quoting rates 1886 613 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, y.O. & N.-W. et al., on wagons 1887 690 

Blanchard, D. A., Adel, y. D. M. N.& W., da buggy, interstate 1896 93 

Borum, S. J., Des Moines, y. 0., B. & Q. and D. M. N. & W., on billiard tables 1896 132 

Bowers, Charles, Quincy, 111., y. C , B. I. & P., on ticket. . . .'. 1892 843 

Bunker & Hazzard, Newell, v. 111. Cent, et al., on agricultural feed steamer 1891 770 

Bussard, J. & Co., Imogene, V. Wabash, refund of 1884 497 

Breezley, W. H., Kelly, v. C. & N.-W. et al., refusal of joint rates 1893 846 

Brent, L. H , Weston, y. C, St N.-W., erroneous classification 1882 531 

Brockway, E. F., Aicsworth, y. C, R. I. & P., on live stock, etc 1888 682 

Brown, C. M., Anamosa, v. fi., C. B. & N. and C, M. & St. P., on heifer 1883 533 

Brown, W. S , Manson, v. 111. Cent., marked capacity of car 1896 61 

Browo, J G., MarshalltDwn, v. C, M. & St. P., on accouat of minimum weight. ... 1887 718 

Brown, L A., of Jeffries & Brown, Davis City, v. C, B. & Q., on apples 1891 772 

Canfleld, Charles, Esther vllle, v. C. , M. & St. P., on household goods 1883 667 

Carpenter, D. J , Belolt, v. C, M. ^St. P., on accouat of applying Interstate rates 

to state commerce 1890 849 

Carpenter & Genung, Independence, v. C, B. & Q., on horsepower 1889 995 

Carroll, E. L., Adel, v. D. M. N. & W., on wheat 1881 133 

Carroll, T. R., Plalnfleld, v. 111. Cent., on coal 1898 93 

Chambers, S. E., Corwlth, V. C, R. I. & P. on wagon 1885 499 

Clarke, O. J, Sibley, V.O., St. P., M. &0., on merchandise 1888 715 

Cline & Bennett, Meriden, v. 111. Cent., incorrect weight on lumber 1883 698 

Cllne, J, Beasoner, V. C, R. I, & P., on live stock. 1888 730 

Cochran, Robert, Audubon, v. B.,0. R. & N., on bull 1884 640 

Codd, H. G. S., Westfleld, v.C. & N.-W., on lire btock 1894 260 

Cole, J. L. & Bon, Greene, v. B., C. R. & N., on wall paper 1884 524 

Cooper, A. A , Dubuque, v. C, M. & Se. P., on wagons 1881 138 

Cooper, A. M., Tracy, v. C, B. A Q., on car of corn ; 1896 76 

Corwin, J. fl., Dedham, v. B., C. R. & N. et al , on household goods 1889 1048 

Crosby, O. F., South English, v. C, B. I. & P., passenger fare 1879 25 

Cox,J. R,Dexter, V. C. &N-W. andC, R. I. & P., onthreshlngoutflt 1892 845 

Cunningham & Gray, Blencoe, v. C. & N.- W. et al , on fence posts 1889 1061 

Crandall & Eyer, Webster City, v. 111. Cent., on spriog wagona 1881 132 

Dammier, Wm., Newton, v. C, B. I. & P., refund of overcharge 1896 149 

Darby, J. H., Belmond, v. C, M. & St. P.. failure to apply joint rates on hogs 1895 203 

Davis, J. E., Coin, V. C, M. & St. P., on household goods 1895 163 

Denton. Bobert, Iowa City, v. C, B. I. & P., on bull 18b4 547 

Des Moines Linseed Oil Works v. 111. Cent., charges on marked capacity of car... 1895 318 

Dickey, William G., Maxwell, V. C, St. P. & K. C. et al., on coal 1887 779 

Downing, W. E., Selma, v. O. B. & K, C, et al, on lumber 1888 733 

Dunlap, J. H., Clarinda, V. C , B. & Q , on wagon 1887 750 

Dunlap, W.E, Alliance, Neb, V.C., M. & St P., refund of bridge toll 1894 310 

Earle, W. C, Waukon, v. C, M. & St. P., stock In Ames palace car 1888 834 

Ellis, G. M„ Bmmetsburg, v. O., M. & St P., on sulky 1889 998 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, V B., C. B. & N., on horse 1886 511 

Ferguson, T. W., Dallas Center, v C , B. I. & P., on roll of harness leather 1888 600 

Fowler, L. M., Watklns, v. C. & N.-W., on light tap baggy 1888 677 

Freeman, F. M., Davis City, v American Express Co , on two dogs 1883 854 

Frlzzell, Thomas, Malcom, v. C , B. I. & P., on smoke stack 1893 863 
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Fuller, J. W., Kellertoo, Y. O., B. & Qm on hardware 1887 751 

Oarvin, William, Marcus, t. 111. Oent., on horse power 1890 848 

Garvin, William, Marcus, Y. 111. Gent., OQ corn 1894 236 

Giant Goal Co., Des Moines, v-O.&N.-W., oi coal 1885 504 

Glbbs, E. H., Oskaloosa, v. C, B. & Q , and B. & Western, on merchandise 1885 519 

Gilbert, H. A.., Estherville, Y. B., O. B. & N., on car of ooai 1889 1000 

Gillespie, J. T., Nevada, y. G. & N.-W., overweight on empty barrels 1889 996 

Golden, O. M., Kellogg, v. 0, B. I. <fti P., shipment of seeds 1888 732 

Gooch, N. L., Avon, v, G. & N.-W., emigrant movables 1898 51 

GK)odsell, L., Fergus Falls, Minn., v. B., G. B & N., in passenger fare 1883 617 

Griffin, E. A., Tekemah, Neb , v. G., M. & St. P., on household goods 1891 772 

Griffin, Patrick, Grand River, V. H. & 8., on car of corn 1888 680 

Groneweg & Sohoentgen, Oouncil Bluffs, v. K. G , St. J. & 0. B 1882, 633; 1883 604 

Guthrie, S. 0., Webster Oity, v. 111. Gent , on oil tank wagon 1888 745 

Hale, W. G., Wellman, v. G., R. I. & P., on car of oats 1887 761 

Hall, G. E , Gleowood, Neb., V. 0., B. & Q , on bull 1884 544 

Hadley, A. J , Delta, Gol., v. G., R I. & P. and D. & R. G., on household goods.... 1897 81 

Hall, Truman, Bedford, v G., M. & St. P. and G., B. & Q., on buggy 1896 65 

Hamilton, J. M., Welda, Kan., v. G., B. & Q., on bull 1885 559 

Hershey Lumber Go., Muscatine, v. B., 0. R. & N., on lumber, change of rates 

.without notice 1883 565 

Hersey, L. G., Earl ville, v. 111. Gent., on five cars of corn 1887 713 

Hill, F. W., Maxwell, v. G, M. & St. P., on flour from Waterloo to Melbourne 1888 081 

Hoag, J. M., Maquoketa, v. G., M. & St. P., on car of ponies for state fair 1889 1063 

Holmes, Jos., Marshalltown, v. G. & N.-W., on car of apples 1891 757 

Hoopes, T. J., Eugene, v. G., B. & Q., on household goods and lumber 188S 467 

Hornaday, G. A . , Udell, v. G., M. & St. P. on hay press— interstate 1898 6S 

Hoyt.M. A., & Bro., Carroll, V.G.& N.-W 1879 28 

Hughes, J. G., Norwalk, V. D. M. A K. G., on logs 1897 88 

Huana, A., Abingdon, v. G., R. I. & P., household goods, interstate 1892 731 

Hupp, John, et al., v. G , K. 1. & P., on live stock 1898 73 

Hurlburt, L. E., etal., Fort Dodge, V. M. & St. L., on coal 1881 141 

Hutchcroft & Go., Kossuth, V. B., G. R. & N., on slack coal 1889 1(X)3 

Igo, Lewis, Palmyra, v. 0. & N.-W., on corn shipments 18S7 691 

Jackson, A., Tama Oity, V. U. P., on mixed car of live stock 1883 564 

Japp, Gust., Rosedale, v. G., K. I. & P. and G. A N.-W., on horse power 1889 1041 

Jennings, F., Rose Hill, v. G., R. I. & P. et al., livestock. 1898 43 

Jergens, Fred, Everly, v. G., M. & St P., on household goods 1896 98 

Jickling, William, Ira, v. G. Q. W., on buggy. 18t)4 239 

Johnson, J. F., Paton, V. 0., R. I. & P., on car of horses 1802 834 

Johnson, J., Red Oak, v. Oentral Iowa, on live stock 1881, 519 ; 1885 497 

Johnston, A., Tingley, V. H. & S. et al., on coal 1888 678 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, V. M. & St. L., on coal 1889 1094 

Keefe, James, Ft. Dodge, V. M. 0. & Ft. D., on coal 1889 991 

Kelley, J. W., Osceola, v. G., B. &Q., on lime 1880 17 

Knowles, G. B., Glenwood, v. G., B. &Q., on cow 1898 63 

Knowles, W. F., Sioux City, v. 111. Gent , on light, bulky package 1883 450 

Knowles, W. H., James, v. American Express Go., on small package 1891 771 

Knowlton Mfg. Go., Rockford, 111., v. G., M. & St P., on implements 1885 547 

Kreutzer & Wassen, Marshalltown, v. G. & N,- W , on lumber 1881 133 

Krueger, 0. F„ Des Moines, v. G. & N.-W., on household goods 1894 252 

LaGrange, J. H., Storm Lake, v. 111. Gent., on junk to Ghtcago 1897 68 

Lane Implement Go., Red Oak, v. G., B. &Q., on short haul 1895 175 

Leech, James, Derby, v. 0., B. &Q., on bob-sleds 1887 696 

Leeper, J. E. & Go., Pleasanton, y. G., B. & Q. et al. petition for refund 1889 1018 

Leimkuehler, F., Moscow, v. G , R. I. & P., on binding twine 1897 117 

Looker, J. K. M., Bonaparte, v. G., R. I. & P., emigrant movables 1891 825 

Lummis, W. D. F , Perry, V. G. & N-W., on iron safe 1885 531 

Marshall, Ed., Gasey, V. O., R. I. & P., on household goods 1894 293 

Mathews, E., Randalia, v. B., 0. R. & N., mixed car of live stock 1893 224 

McDaneld & Go., D. H. & Go., Iowa Oity, v. B., C. R. & N., on dead hogs 1886 685 
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McDonald, O. W., Djsart, ▼. Bm O. R. & Nm on merchandiae 1884 510 

McGilora, L. E , Larch wood, y. B., C B. & N., traffic from point to point in Iowa, 

though passing ontside the state in transit, is state commerce 1808 8(t8 

McKay, P. D., Adel,v. D.M.N. &W., on coal 1807 115 

McKlnley, Geo. F., St. Ansgar, v. B , 0. B. & N., on household goods 1805 204 

Meade, B. K., Bockwell Olty, y. D . M. N. & W , on butter and eggs 1888 601 

Meade, S. E., R'>ckwell City, v. D. M. N. & W., on salt and other merchandise. 1880 000, 1002 

Miller, H. O..0orydon, Y. H. &S., on car of com 1887 700 

Miller, John, Waukon, Y 0.,M. & St. P., on broom corn 1802 830 

Moore & Gill, Kansas Olty, y. K. 0. , St. J. & 0. B., on car of merchandise 1888 070 

Moore, N., Van Meter, Y. 0.,B. I. & P., on wheat to Chicago 1807 58 

Moran & McManus, Adair, v. 0.,B. I. &P., on merchandise 1885 650 

Morris, Daniel, Lawn Hill, Y. 0. &N.-W., minimum carload 1882 450 

Murray, Geo. P., Wiota, y. 0., M. &8t. P., on emigrant moYables 1891 773 

Nichols, Pliny, West Liberty, y. 0., B. I. A P., on stock for fairs 1881, 141; 1884 507 

Nicholson, H., Maple BiYer Junction, y. O. & N.-W., on emigrant moYables 1888 710 

Norton, O. W., Durant, y. 0.. B. I. & P. and 0.,M. ft St. P., on 11 Ye stock 1884 520 

Nye, J. P.. Essex, Y. 0., B. &Q., on corn 1883 724 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, Y. B., O. B. &N., ezcessi Ye rates 1883 733 

Ormsby, A. L. Emmetsburg, y. B.,0. B. &N.,on carriage, interstate 1806 00 

Owens, A., Carlisle, y. C, B. & Q ., excesslYe freight charges 1804 243 

Persons, B. D., Blencoe, Y. O. & N.-W. etal., on car of posts 18S0 1053 

Powers, T. B., Scranton, y. 0. & N. W., liYe stock and agricultural implements. 1806 41 

PrestoD, F. B., Adel. y. D. M. N. & W, on empty egg cases 1801 769 

Badwich, S., DaYis Olty, Y. C, B. &Q., passenger fare 1888 750 

Beasoner, Mrs. H.M., Beasoner, y. C, B. I. &P., on liYe stock 1880 1066 

Bedhead, Gtoorge S., Des Moines, y. D. M . & K. O. , on young bulls 1806 06 

Beinberger & Schroeder, Des Moines, y. O. & N.-W., on furniture, K. D 1886 514 

Benken & Tammen, Parkersburg, y. 111. Cent, on brick in carloads 1883 601 

Biburn. Thomas, New Albln, y. C, M. & St. P. and B., C. B. & N., on bull 1884 532 

Blsley. T. E. D , Shenandoah, y. C, B. & Q., on horses, lack of Joint rates 180S 150 

Bitchie, W. S. & Son, Muscatine, y. B., C. B. & N. et al., on car of oats 1886 588 

Bippey OoalOo., Bippey, Y. C, M. &St. P.,oncoal 1880 1086 

Boberts, F., Coon Bapids, v. O , B. & Q., on account of OYerweight * 1808 83 

Boberts, J. &• Co., Columbus, Neb., y. C, B. & Q., on shelled corn 1884 547 

Bogers, Warren, Marathon, y. C. & N.-W., on emigrant moYables 1888 722 

Kosegrant, S. C, GalYa, Y. C. &N.-W.,onoilmeal 1885 511 

Bosenberg, Isaac, Traer, y. B., C. B. & N., on merchandise 1834 503 

Saucer, W. H , Ack ley, Y. 111. Cent , on marble 1883 689 

Schneck, Walter, Burlington, y. C, M. & St. P . , on passenger ticket 1885 525 

Sc3tt, O. B., Peterson, y. U. S. Ex. Co., organ 1806 42 

Shearer, F. W., IdaGroYe, y. C.& N.-W.,on telephone poles 1884 587 

Sheldon, H. C.,Tingley,Y. C, B.&Q., minimum weight on sheep 1805 201 

Shultz,H E., Dows,Y. B..C. B. & N., on show case 1884 532 

Smith, E. H., Dubuque, Y. 111. Cent, et al., on goods for state fair 188i 540 

Smith, E. B. et al., Fairfield, y. 0.,B. I. & P., on 11 Ye stock 1808 73 

Smith, H. C, New Hartford, Y. 111. Cent., on household goods 1884 606 

Smith, H. D.,Monticello,Y. C, M.&St. P., on feed 1882 563 

Smith,H. D., Montlcello, y. 111. Cent, et al., joint rates refused 1801 762 

Smith, S. et al.. New Market, y. St. L., K. & N. W., on household goods 1886 608 

Smith & Shaul, Quimby, Y. K. C, St. J. & C. B , on car of apples 1800 869 

Starlin, John, Missouri Valley, y. Wabash, on stone 1884 408 

Steer, William M., West Branch, y. B., C. B. & N. By. Co., on coal 1884 501 

SteeYes, J. , Page Center, y. H. & S. and C, B. & Q , joint rates refused 1808 852 

Tasker, Thomas G., Onslow, Y. C. & N.-W., on corn 1887 728 

Tasker, K. S , Onslow, Y. C, M. & St. P., on corn to Chicago 1806 181 

Taylor, H. L , East Peru, y. C, B. & Q. et al., on emigrant moYables 1803 211, 223 

Teal, C, Ocheydan. y. B., O. B. & N , on general merchandise 1885 540 

Tennessee Cedar and Timber Co., Wanamaker, y. C, B. & Q , et al., on account 

of stakeson cars 1808 58 

Thomas, A. E., Des Moines, y. C, B. &Q., on cow 1887 781 
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OvBBOHARGB— Continued— 

Tuttle, Lm Lawrence, Kan., v. M. &St. L.tOn hay 1886 496 

Vorse, F. W., Des Moines, v. M. & 8t. L., on agricultural Implements 1884 546 

Voss, Fred, Logran, Y. O. & N.-W., on live stock 1889 1069 

Wagner, Phil, Des Moines, v. 0. & N.-W., on emigrant movables 1801 760 

Watson, Mrs., Sioux Oity, v. E. 0., St. J. & 0. B., et al., on household goods 1883 669 

Watson, J A., Hull, v. 0., M. & St. P., on emigrant movables, interstate 1896 162 

Webb, Henry, Kew, V. 0, B. & Q, exorbitant rates 1883 686 

Weir, H. O, Mt. Pleasant, v. O., B. & Q., on live stock by weight 1889 1019 

Weir, B. H., Winthrop, Dak., v. B., O. B. & N., on household goods 1886 668 

Wells, Geo., Bank, Germania, v. B.,0. B. & N., grain to Chicago 1806 66 

Weston, F. E , Carroll, V. O. & N.-W., on hay 1898 50 

Williams Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. B. & N., goods not shipped O. B 1884 628 

Williams, B. B , Eeb, Y. C, B. & Q., on house 1897 . 96 

Wilson, J. C, Harper. V. C, B. I. A^^ P., on carriage 1898 844 

Wilson, E. L, Truro, ▼. C. O. W., on buggy 1896 117 

Wiss Bros., Alta, v. 111. Cent,, on live stock prior to acceptance of commissioners* 

rates and pending injunction proceedings 1894 882 

Wiswell, E. B., Bolfe, V. C. & N.-W., on hay 1888 718 

Witham, J. W., Des Moines, v. D. M. & K. C, in passenger fare 1898 849 

Wright, W. T., Oskaloosa, v. C. A N.-W., et al., on passenger ticket 1887 738 

Yaggy, R. H., Audubon, v. B., C. B. & N., on emigrant movables 1885 683 

Tocum, A., et al.. Van Cleve, v. C, St. P. & E. C . tickets to state fair 1889 1061 

Young, Charles, Taintor, v. Iowa Cent , on emigrant movables 1891 766 

Zangs, H. A., Ottumwa, V. C, B. & E.Y) . on whisky 188& 698 

OvaBOHABQB, refunded in case of violation of long and short haul clause 1894 879 

OvBB-oaossiNOS— see Crossino. 

OvBBFiiOW— see Drainage^ DamogM, ObBtrucUon. 

OwNBBSHip AND CONTBOii ov BAiiiBOADS BT GovBBvmNT— see GHnjemmejU. 

OWNBB*8 BtBK. 

Contract exempting common carrier from liability not authorised by law 1882 416 

Law concerning 1884, 688; 1892 831 

Complaints Conobbnino. 

Campbell, Daniel, Blencoe, v. S. C. & P. and C. & N - W., damages 1888 465 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton, v. Iowa Cent., on bulk flaxseed 188 1 138 

Erickson, C. A., Meservey, v. M. C. & Ft. D., released shipments 1892 831 

Shanks & Coates, West Mitchell, V. C, B. &Q,etal 1883 663 

Walton, Charles, Paton, v. C, B. I. & P , damages for breakage 1890 878 

Williams Imp. Co., Dubuque, v. B., C. B. & N., carrier's liability unaffected 1884 638 

Williams, W. L., Corning, v. C, B. & Q., in shipments of dairy products 1836 610 

PA. LACE Stock Cabs. 

Fields & Bro., W. M., Cedar Falls, v. all lines, extra charge for 1898 839 

Passbrobrs Carribd on FRiiOHt Tbains— see Train Service. 

Passbngbb Fabbs. 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1891 30, 36 

In New York 1878 62 

Beductton of discussed 1887,476; 1889 42 

With reference to improved condition of roads 189 1 26 

Ten cents extra on failure to purchase ticket. See also, Ejection from Train 1891 780 

Complaints Conoibning. 

Armour, Volney, Llvermore, v. M. & St. L , extra fare p aid on train 1892 835 

Baker, T. M , Gumming, v. C. G. W., excessive passenger fare 1894 236 

Bradford, W. E., Britt, v. C, M. & St. P., excessive passenger rates 1883 718 

Cosby, C. F., South English, V. C, B. I. & P , excessive 1879 27 

Curl, C. E., Bloomfleld, v. C, B. & Q , advertised excursion rates refused 1883 537 

Cade, B. C, Carroll, V. C. & N.-W., on railway ticket 1897 69 

Dammier, William, Newton, v. 0., B. I. & P., not part of freight charges 1896 149 

Danner, W. W., Des Moines, for Holiness Association, camp meeting rates. . 1894,325; 1895 198 

Day, Homer, Bly thedale, Mo , v. C, B. & Q , fare paid on train 1892 832 

Frazler, J. S., Nevada, v. C , & N.-W , ovarcharge oa account of longest route.... 1897 121 

Harris A., Avoca, V. C, B I. & P., overcharge in 1881 127 
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Herring, I.. Des Moines, IT. 0., St. P. & E. 1898 860 

Howard, E. A., Fairfield, v. 0., St. P., M. & O., fare paid on train 1892 861 

Iowa Leather and Saddlery Oo., Des Moines, v. O. & St. L , inquiry 1897 110 

Ives, O. J., Y. B., 0. B. & N., reduced rates to Y. M. 0. A. secretaries 1892 864 

Leeds Improvement Oo. v. 111. Oent., five-cent fare to Leeds 1889 1086 

Linderman, M., Epworth, v. Ill Oent., can companies be compelled to issue com- 
mutation tickets 1897 80 

Madison, E. P , Ottumwa, V. 0., B. & Q , stop-over checks 1880 76 

Poor man, D. A., Des Moines, v. 0., B. & Q , extra fare paid on train 1891 83& 

Springer, A., Prairie Olty, v. 0., B. I. & P., refusal to redeem tickets 1885 680 

Stevenson, E. O , Rockwell Oity, v. D. M , N. & W., discrimination 1895 183 

Stewart, A. D , Yale, v. 0., M. & St. P., petition for refund of excess 1893 220 

Tracey, L. D . Des Moines, letter concerning excess paid on train 1879 31 

Weston, A. A., Victor, V. 0., R. I. & P., overcharge 1898 66 

White, D. F., Grinnell, v O , R. I. & P., 10 cents extra paid on train 1893 231 

Witham, J. W., Spirit Lake, v. B., 0. B & N., excessive 1886 578 

Passes to shippers of live stock 1883 619 

PATftONAOB FOB HOTEL, BoLioiTATiO!! ov— See Otnnibui PHvUeges. 

Pa vistG, carriers must pave between and one foDt outside of rails in streets 188i 77 

Pbn ALTiBs, for failure to apply commissioners' rates, agreement concerning 1889 33 

Pbboentaob ov [owa Tonnage— see Tonnage. 

Pbbcentaoes to short lines 1878,15; 1879,65-69; 1883,737; 1893 33 

Pebishablb Pbopbbtt, DiiiAT IN Handling— see Damages, 

Pbbkcns, 0. E., president O., B. & Q , letter of, on long and short haul 1886 487 

Letter of , adopting commissioner's rates 1889 29 

Personal Injubt. 

Fraz9r, James, PauUina, v. 0. & N.-W., thrown out of buggy 1884 521 

Hill, Enoch, Mitchellville, v. 0., R. I. & P., mall pouch thrown from train 1896 120 

Martin, F. A., Washiiigton, V. 0., R. I. & P , 1882 531 

Reld, Ohas , Wessington, v. B., 0. R. & N., damages on account of 1883 570 

Stephens, 0. W., Woodward, y. 0., M. & St. P., in caboose in collision 1888 715 

Strlngham, Alonzo, Kellerton, v. C, B. & Q , damages for ...,. 1895 233 

Phtsioal OoNPiTiON OF Roads, Impboved 1893 4 

Platfobms, height of at stations. 1889 lOTl 

PiiATFOBMs AT Railboad Obossinos— See Joifit tStatiOfW. 

Political situation in Iowa discussed 1838 44-45 

Pools and Pooling. 

Discussion of 1878,48; 1879,69; 1882,48; 1883,42,56; 1804 361 

Discussion of, in national convention of commissioners 1894 361 

Effect of, on trade and commerce .....1886 55 

Failure of, as a method of controlling rates 1886 67,58 

Forbidden bylaw 1883 6&8 

Legality of 1887 80 

Paper on, by Peter A. Dey 1804 383 

Pooling contracts, sanctions for 1887 42 

*' Popular and Legal View Concerning," Judge Oooley 1886 3ft 

Potter, T. J., letter on 1888 617 

Posting op Tabipfs— see Tariffs. 

PouLTBT, Live, Pbo visions fob Shipment of. 

Gentner, W. H., Farmlngton, v. 0., B. & E. 1898 40 

PowEB OP OOMMissioxEBS— see.^tithofii]/,' also, CommiasionerB. 

Pbbpaid Ohabgbs— see Charges^ Ra*^, Prepayment; also, Freight Charges. 

Pbepatment of Ohaboes. 
OonesvlUe, Carpenter, 0. O., of, v. B., C. B. & N , guarantee of charges on perish- 
able freight 1898 40 

Doyle, Charles T., Panora, v. O. & N.-W., on household goods 1883 688 

Prepayment, no discrimination allowable. (Diamond Jo case) 1889 1074 

Pbesent Cash Value— see Value, 

Pbivatb Claims— see, also. Damages, 

Oommlssionersnoauth)rity to collect 1889 1082 
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Pbiyatb Side Tracks— see Side Tracks, 

Pbogbdurb before railroad commissioners 1898 21-39 

PR0P0BTI017 OF EABNnras TO Short Linm— see Percentage to Short lAnea. 

Pro-rating dlsonssed in re Merrill V. K. & W 1888 789 

In lowH, discussed * 1884 6 

For "feeding "lines 18T9 65 

Prosperity of roads 1891 4 

Proteotion from Orossirgs— see CrosHng. 

PuBCiio WAaBHonsBS— see Warehouses, Public, 

PUBiiiGiTT of railroad matters desirable 1878 71 

PuBDY, W. G., vice-president O., B. I. & P., earnings discussed by 1889 8 

Letter of , on cash value of railroads 1888 42-48 

/^tJOTA.TION OF Bates bt Agents Birds Oarriers— see Butes. 



V 



RAILBOAD Question. 

Address by Thomas M. Oooley 1891 39 

Anderson, Oommlssloner, Paper on, by 1883 S2 

Dlscusslonof 1884 4-39 

In Its relation to accounts and statistics of companies 1898 40g 

Origin and Problem of, Adams 1881 81 

Spencer Smith, Oommlssloner, on 1889 21 

BAiiiROAD Situation in thb West. Paper by Gen. G. M. Dodge 1888 89 

Bailroads. 
Abandonment of road and taking up track— see Abandonment of Road. 

Are public highways 1881, 77; 1888 54 

Classification of, "A,""B," "O** 1881 85 

Crossing railroad, failure to stop at— see Crossing Stops, 
Elevation of— see ToTpographical Discussion, 

History of— see, also, Hfetory 1880 239 

In hands of receivers— see Receivers, 

In the West, Situation of, General Dodge 1888 39 

Laws— see Laws Relating to Railways. 

Legislation concerning— see Legislation. 

Ownership or control by government— see OovemmeTit, 

Present cash value of, letters concerning, etc 1887, 181-147 ; 1888 061 

Progress of railroad building discussed 1881 77 

Stockholders and public equally interested in prosperity pf 1886 54 

Their Origin and Problems, Adams 1881 81 

Their relation to the territory they were built to serve 1886 50, 53 

When in private business cannot discriminate in favor of themselves 1889 1046 

Railroad Commissioners. 

Additional Powers of, discussed— see, also. Commissioners^ Authority of 1885 56 

Authority of, discussion concerning law granting additional power to 1884 42, 81 

Conference of— see Commissioners. 

Conventlonof 1881 164 

Discussion of, by Judge Cooley 1883 45 

List of Iowa commissioners— see Com/missioners, 

Law, discussed 1885 36 

Madeelectlve 1889 26 

National convention of, at Columbus— see, also, Commissioners 1878 78-74 

Report to the Cullom committee on interstate commerce 1886 38 

Rates, Freight— for passenger rates, see Passenger Fares, 

Adoption of commissioners* rates by railroads, February, 1889 1889 29-30 

Agreement of companies to adopt commissioners* schedule 1889 35 

Application by Iowa trunk lines for advance In 1894 184 

based solely on comparison with rates In other states 1894 193 

As between through lines and local lines, percentages 1803 33 

Authority of commissioners to make, under law of 1878 1889 25 

Car load rates on mixed cars of linseed and carbon oils 1802 844 

20 
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Ratbs, Frbioht— Continued— 
Oarrien no ground for complaint at reduction of by public authority to the 

averace It voluntarily accepts. Int. (krm, Com*n 1891 10 

Carriers using class A rates on Interstate business cannot plead for class B 

locally, when such rates dlscrlmlnafte against Iowa. B.,C,B.AN 1890 671 

Oerro Gtordo and Ida counties, cltliens of, petition of, to reduce 1896 230 

Coal, Ice, etc., for less than flye mll^s 1800,906-922; 1891 729 

Coal, petition for advance In for 200 miles and upwards 1892 791 

Coal, pro^t of operators against advance In 1894 191 

Ooal, schedule In 1880 1880 28, 37 

Coal, schedulefsuggested by Governor Larrabee In Glen wood case 1887 633 

Commissioners*, apply on shipments from point to point In Iowa, though passing 

outside In transit 1892 38,39 

Commissioners*, criticised by W. G. Purdy, vloe-presldent C, B. I. & P 1888 41, 42 

Commissioners*, effect of on purely local roads 1891 18, 14 

Commissioners*, effect on Iowa business 1891,9-16; 1804 216 

Commissioners*, intended to afford relief to business Interests of state and give 

reasonable compensation for service - 1888 35 

Commissioners*, original schedule, higher than voluntary by carriers 1888 38 

Commissioners*, promulgated under law of 1888 1888, 85; 1889 988 

Commissioners', proven satisfactory 1802 25 

Commissioners', reasonable maximum a check on rate wars 1891 4 

Commissioners' schedule, applies to shipments beginning and ending In Iowa, 

though passing outside in transit 1895 216 

Commissioners* schedule, effect of as applied to C, B. I. A P. local traffic 1888 764 

Commissioners* schedule, in Dubuque shippers' case 1888 793 

Commissioners* schedule, effect of as applied to C, B. A Q. traffic In Iowa 1888 816, 817 

Commissioners', what was taken into consideration in fixing 1888 86 

Commissions paid for business, evidence of, too high. InL Com, Com*n 1891 10 

Commodity, to manufacturers In Iowa impracticable to grant 1894 190 

Comparison the proper method of Judging a tariff 1888, 764-784-815; )884 101 

Comparison of, in Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Ohio and 

Michigan, with Iowa distance tariff , 1888,757,785,801; 1894 198 

Comparison of, between Chicago and Iowa points, and Davenport, Dubuque and 

Burlington and Iowa points for same distances 1888, 762, 790, 805, 812 

Comparative table of, for distances five mll«>8 to 430 miles. 1879 10, 12 

Competition in, or equality of 1886 38 

Complaints of, usually from non-competitive points 1882 60 

Conspiracy concerning, charge of not sustained 1888 766 

Corn, firom point to point in Iow*a unreasonable 1886 54 

Crosby, G. H., freight auditor C, B. I. <fe P., concerning effect of 1888 45 

Cutting, effect of on revenue— see also Bate W<ur9 1891 4 

Cut rates or rebates, burden of borne by public Instead of carriers 1891 10 

Davenport shippers' complaint 1888 787 

Decrease of 1880 173 

Differential 1882 32 

Disastrous effect of lack of uniformity in 1882 48 

Discussed in " Bailroad Question "—see Railroad Qtustion. 

Discussed 1879,63,65,70; 1881 6 

Dlssusslon of, by President Perkins of C, B. & Q 1884 10 

Discussed at national convention of commissioners 1891 30-35 

Discrimination between stations and shippers 1883 61 

Discrimination in against localities 1885 44 

Discrimination in, just and unjust 1880 179 

Discrimination In, evil effects of 1883 55 

Discrimination In to Iowa Jobbing centers 1882 58 

Distances for over 400 miles 1889 1103 

Earned, distribution of, among expenses ' 1885 54 

Earnings in Iowa under commissioners' 1891 13 

Effect of adoption of class A on roads entitled to a 30 per cent higher 1891 14 

Elevators favored In 1883 62 

Express, discussed 1897 5 
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Ratss, Freight— Continued- 
Farm products discussed 1884 30 

Fixed by board, contested in the courts, discussion of 1888 35 

Flexibility of , desirable 1886 59 

Fluctuation of 1885 43 

General discussion of in reference to wholesalers and retailers 1884 71 

Gradual reduction of, comparative tables of 1881 7 ,16-51 

Grain and other products in Iowa, rates on discussed 1884 7-18 

High 1883 92 

How may just rates be determined? etc 1893 40(, 401 

Increaseof 1878 59 

In Iowa on corn, oats and stock, compared by years 1884 31 

Iowa, railroads receiye full amount of allowed by schedule 1894 ■ 196 

Iowa rates, supreme court's opinion on, in Barris case, discussed 1897 9 

Illinois, rates fixed by commissioners not actually charged 1894 195 

Illinois, rates based on mileage percentage of through rates or arbitraries 1894 196 

Interstate on corn, voluntary reduction of by Iowa lines 1884 i 2 

Interstate, regulation of by state authority not authorized 1882 28 

Interstate, discriminating against Iowa points....* 188S 790 

Jobbers and retailers equal 1884 69 

Jobbers, withdrawn by railroad oompanles 1884 70 

Largest immediate returns not necessarily most profitable 188 J 41 

Law granting power to fix, § 24, literal copy of Illinois law 1888, 31; 1894 201 

Law cannot be construed away by commissioners 1894 190 

Laws of surrounding states, provisions of regarding 1896 vii 

Legislation recommended 1889 42 

Litigation concerning 1889 30 

Live stock In palace cars— see Palace Stock Can, 

Live stock, in less than car loads, requirement of company for attendants, etc. . . 1894 347 

Local, conference between commissioners and railroad officials 1879 9 

Logs in Indiana and Illinois compared with log rates in Iowa 1891 786 

Logs should be the same as elm wood, opinion by President 0. J. Ives 1891 786 

Logs compared with rates on manufactured lumber 1891 786 

Losses by competitive made up at non-competitive 1882 48 

Lower, than published tariff, accepted by carrier, conclusive evidence that pub- 
lished rates are unreasonably high. Int. Com. Vom*n 1891 10 

Low rates in dull seasons, no criterion for establishment of new schedule 1889 1095 

Manufacturers in Iowa should have low on raw material 1882 36-46 

Maximum in Iowa higher than in Illinois 1882 28 

Maximum and minimum, discussion of 1885 53 

May legitimately be reduced to average of what is received for railroad service, 

including that done free or at reduced rates. Int. Com, Com*n 1891 11 

Mileage on cars furnished by shippers, acts as rebate (Schoonmaker) 1891 30 

Misquoted by agents— see LiahilUy, 

Nebraska, Justice Brewer's opinion of rates in 1894 198 

Nebraska, not correct basis of comparison with Iowa 1894 198 

On branch lines, not determined by cost of service thereon 1883 46 

Overcharge accruing'during injunction against commissioners' rates 1894 282 

Per cent of increase of iu'tariff of May io, 1888, over Illinois rate 1888 752-753 

Percentage of Iowa local to through, on 0., B. & Q 1888 817 

Percentage of through rates effective In Illinois, but not in Iowa 1895 vii 

Percentage of, allowed to short lines on through business 1879 65 

Per ton per mile compared, 1868 to 1881, for 300 miles 1881 8 

Per ton per mile from Chicago to Iowa points compared with Iowa rates 1889 1090 

Per ton per mile 1884 29 

Petition of Oerro Gtordo and Ida counties for reduction in 1896 x, 220 

Posting of— see Tariffs. 

Population and earnings per mile in various states 1804 198 

Power of legislature to delegate power to fix discussed 1888 85-36 

Procedure followed ..1892 25 

Producer forgotten in fixing 1882 49-60 

Proportion of through should not be higher than local 1884 515 
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Ratbb, FsaiOHT— Continued— 

Pro-TatlDg per mile as a rate-making baslB 1879 68 

Pro-rate percentage 1894 196 

Pro-rate percentage not permitted west of Mississippi rlyer 1891, 197, 198 ; 1885 tU 

Publicity of tends to prevent abases 1888 34-51 

Publicity of , good results from 1884 4 

Seasonable, discussion of . . .'. 1886 20 

Reasonableness and stability of, the first requirement 1882 49 

Reasonable, discussed, paper by Oommlssioner Fleming, Kentucky 1894 tl8 

Reasonable, discussed by Judge Brewer 1894 218 

Reasonable, decision of Minnesota supreme court, afPecting 1897 30S 

Reasonableness of, experiment the only test— Jiid0« Brewer*8 decision 1889 32-34 

Reasonable, defined by interstate commerce commission 1891, 10 ; 1894 21S 

Reasonable, defined by J udge Brewer 1894 818, 219 

Reasonable, defined by Iowa commissioners 1894 221 

Reasonable, value of railroad property an element in determining 1894 881, 227 

Reason able, discussed 1893 45 

Reasonable, report of committee on, at ivatlonal conyention of 1893 40a 

Reduced on several carloads. 1880 182 

Redaction in by railway companies 1890 24 

Reduction of on grain 1884 9-12 

Reduction, 80 per cent In local, by Illinois railroad commission 1882 26 

Reduction of not always followed by reduction of gross or net revenue— Jud{;e 

Brewer*8 decision 1889 34 

Relation of to basiness depression and market price of article hauled 1884 6-8 

Request by- commission for temporary reduction of corn rates in Iowa on ac- 
count of partial failure of corn crop 1886 619 

Retail and wholesale— see Carload Rates, 

Review of rate hearing in 1894 1895 v 

Revised on request of railroads for 300 miles 1888 85 

Rlppey, E. P., testimony of concerning effect on 0., B. & Q. revenue 1888 817 

Band case, Barrls v. O., B. & Q , maximum rates 1897 9 

Schedule of adopted in Davenport, Dubuque and Burlington rate cases 1888, 752, 773» 797 

Schedule of proposed by Oommlssioner Dey in 1894 case 1894 232 

Schedule of —see Schedule of Bates. 

Should share prosperity and adversity of locality 1878 49 

Should sympathize with circumstances and conditions of the people 1886 54 

Should they be ** what the traffic will bear? •• 1883 92 

Special to favored shippers 1885 42 

Stability of desirable 1885 43 

Statute concerning cannot be construed away by commission 1894 199 

Success of commissioners* rates due in part to absence of rate wars 1891 11 

Switching in Des Moines street railroad case— see also, Stoitchino 1893 790 

Tariff not always evidence of actual rates charged— Int. Com. Com'n 1891 10 

Tariff of 1879 a result of conference 1879 9-14 

Temporary Injunction by Judge Brewer 1888 86 

Territorial assignment in , 1882 51 

Their alleged effect requiring reduction in number of employes 1891 17 

Through, too low; local, too high 1878 49 

Through and local compared 1881 10 

Through rates as related to local 1883 87 

Uniformity in desired «. 1878 49 

United States and Austria-Hungary compared 1881 10 

Via shortest route, shipper entitled to 1891 773 

Voluntarily charged by carriers fix the maximum that can be claimed from the 

public— Zht. Com. Com*n 1891 10 

When lowered, can be raised with difficulty 1886 54 

When quoted by agents, carriers are bound by 1886 609 

Which induce largest volume of business at reasonable return for services ren- 
dered, mostprofitable to carriers and the public 1883 41 

Wholesale and retail 1880 Itt 

W holesale and retail features of transportation problem 1884 71 
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Wholesale and retail.jusilfied 1878 88 

With reference to improyed condition of roads, discussed 1891 85 

OOMPIiAINTS OONOBBNINO. 

Armstrong, D. & Co., Farley, y. B'y Co., discrimination in 1879 15 

Baker Wire Ck)., Des Moines, y. Various B'ys, petition for equalization of 1887 714 

Barber, Bd., Glidden, v. O. A N.-W., excesslye, on buggy 1884 49-e9 

Barrett,!J . 'E. A Son, Mt. Vernon, y. O. & N.- W., discrimination in on flour 1886 488 

Besley, L. O., Oonncll Bluffs, y. O., B. & Q., for restoration of sand rates 1893 847 

Boies, Horace, goyernor, y. B , O. B. & N., petition for reduced on round trip 

shipments of 'Stock cattle. 1893 846 

Brazil Goal Oo., Chicago, y. C, M. A St. P., on coal, refusal to apply Iowa rates 

as proportion of through rate 1896 185 

Buffington, B. F. & Co-, Bed Oak, y. C, B. & Q , excesslye on wheat 1879 80 

Burlington, shippers of ,.y. C, B. & Q. et al . , extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 797 

Butler, Wm., Olarinda, y. Wabash, against grain loaded from wagons 1883 711 

Cade, H., Lenox, attendant with llye stock shipments, L. O. L 18tf4 847 

Oerro- Gtordo and Ida counties, petition of citizens of, for lower freight rates 189$ x, 280 

Chamberlain & Co., Winthrop, y. 111. Cent., on flour 1887 681 

Chase & Co., Bed Oak, y. C, B. & Q., excesslye on wheat 1879 81 

C, 8t P. & K. C, ruling on reduced rates for seed grain 1898 888 

Coal Exchange, B jone. y. C. & N - W., discrimination on coal 1884 669 

Coker, Henry, and board of trade, Council Bluffs, y. C , B. I. & P., extortionate 

on coal, and dlscrimin*ition 1888 834 

Cole, J. S. & Son, Greene, y. B., C. B. & N , proportion of through rates should not 

be higher than local 1884 684 

Conaway, J. A , Chariton, y. C, B. & Q., on excess of ten head of llye stock 1896 10;) 

Council Bluffs board of trade, y. C. A N.-W., O. & St. L., K. C, St. J. A C. B., 

unreasonable and discrlmlnatiye, petition for adoption of commissioners* 

schedule 1889 1061 

Crystal Mill Co., Council Bluffs, y. E. C, St. J. & C. B., on flour 1888 716 

Daugherty, J. F., Sup*r, Keokuk, y. St. L., K. A N.-W., excesslye on coal 1896 817 

Dayenport, shippers of, y. yarlous railways, extortionate of May 10, 1888 1888 • 758 

Dayenport shippers, petition of for reyislon of, on B., C. B. A N., on basis of 

interstate rates 18891084,1087 

Dayenport, shippers of, y. B., C. B. & N. et al., petition for establishment of class 

Arates 18891088,1087 

Dennis, J. B., Traer, y B , C. B. & N., excesslye on merchandise 1884 616 

D. M , N. & W., on hay, petition of, for an adyance in 1893 166 

Dickey, Wm.G., Maxwell, y.C.,M. & St. P. etal., on coal 1887 779 

Dickey, Wm. G , Maxwell, y. C , M. & St. P., unreasonable on coal 1888 676 

Don ahue, Bobert, Burlington, y . railway companies, on iron 1894 827 

Doollttle, M. B. , Oresco, y. C, M. A St. P., discrlmlnatiye on hay 1888 711 

Dom, A. A , Neola, y. C, B. I. & P., excesslye on hogs to Omaha 1888 670 

Downs, J. C, Albia, y. C , B. & Q., discrimination in lumber rates 1879 34 

Dubuque, citizens of , y. C , M. & St. P., extortionate 1881 141 

Dubuque, shippers of, y. C, M. A St. P. et al., extortionate of May 10, 18S8 1888 773 

Ellyson, Zed, West Liberty, y. B.. C. B. & N., on horse. 1886 511 

Express companies, law concerning rates 1896 4 

Fassett & Hanson, Stanton, y. C, B. & Q., on cattle 1879 3) 

Fleming, W. A J., McGregor, y. C, M. A St. P , excesslye on lumber 1880 7 

Foster, Suel, Muscatine, y. B., C. K. & N , on small and large shipments, long and 

shorthauls 1885 667 

^ owler company. The, Waterloo, y. 111. Cent., discrimination in, on apples 1886 484 

Gasper Bros., Kingsley, y. 0. & N.-W., extortionate local In Iowa 1888 692 

Groneweg A Schnentgen, Council Bluffs, y. K. C, St. J. & C. B., excesslye 1882 533 

Groneweg A Schoentgen, Council Bluffs, y. K. C, St. J. A C. B., unreasonable. .. . 1883 604 

Harris, H. P., Des Moines, y. , B. I. & P., excesslye on wood 1884 506 

Hay rates, Bodgers et al., Brltt, petition for reduction 1896 27 

Hayer, J. A Co., Tiogley, y. C, B. & Q., exorbitant on corn to Chicago 1888 741 

Heaton Fuel Co., Council Bluffs, y. C , B. I. & P., excesslye on coal 1888 703 

Hemming way, M., Hampton, attendant with L. C. L . llye stock 1894 347 

Hershey Lumber Co., Muscatine, y. B , C. B & N., change without notice 1883 566 
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Hewett, 8. M., Hamburg, v. E. 0., 8t. J. &0. B. et al., ezcesslye rates 1888 688 

Hill, John N., Ft. Dodge, y. M. & St. L., discrimination In. 1882 667 

flogaboom, S. B., Oreston, v. 0., B. & Q., higher for short than for long hauls.. 1885 296 

Huntington, W. A., Oalmus, ▼. 0. AN. -W., extortionate on coal 1888 606 

Huse, B. B., Ooon Rapids, y . O. , M. & St. P.. excesslye, short coal haul 1887 782 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 783 

Iowa Central, application for increase on liye stock 1894 847 

Iowa State Jobbers' and Manufacturers* association y. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for restoration of former — 1885 686 

Iowa State Jobbers* and Manufacturers* association y. Iowa trunk lines, petition 

for reduction in Iowa rates to correspond with reduction in interstate rates. . . 1894 288 

Iowa trunk lines, petition of, for adyance in Iowa rates 1804 184 

lyes, 0. D., general freight agent B., C. B. & N., as special committee Western 

Freight association, application for withdrawal of stock cattle rates 1891 788 

Jameson, Leon, Adel, inquiry of, concerning right of large and small shippers to 1888 837 

Judd, A. T. et al., y. Various Lines, ezcesslye, on breeding animals 1884 486 

Kanau, Sprenkle, Imogene, y. Wabash, on corn to Chicago 1883 704 

Keef e, James, Ft. Dodge, y. M. A St. L., unreasonable on coal 1889 1004 

Kingsley, citizens of, y. C. & N.-W., ezcesslye 1888 096 

Lane Implement Co., Bed Oak. y. C, B. & Q., higher charge for short than for 

long distances 1895 175 

Larrabee, Qov. William, y. C, B. & Q., discrimination in, on coal 1887 624, 670 

Lehigh, citizens of, y. Crooked Creek Bail way company, unreasonable 1878 28 

Llghthall,B., A lden,y. 111. Cent., discrimination in 1882 564 

Manatrey, J. P., Fairfield, y. C, B. A Q., on liye stock, L. C. L.; passenger fare 

for attendant accompanying not authorized 1894 876 

Mason City & Ft. Dodge Railroad company, application for increase in 1800 006 

McOlintock, William, West Union, y. B., C. B. & N., ezcesslye 1879 17 

Merrill, J. H. & Co., Ottumwa, y. E. A W., discrimination in 1888 739 

Merrill A Eeeney, Des Moines, y. C. A N.-W. et al., on furniture C. L 1883 678 

Merrill A Eeeney case, to jobbers and retailers 1884 69 

Minneapolis Lumber Co., Belmond.y. M. C. & Ft. D.. coal 1892 848 

Mitchell, C. W., Dubuque, y . all lines, implements returned for repairs 1892 883 

Muffiy, W. H., Osage, y . 111. Cent., discrimination in, on wheat .... 1879 16 

Nye A Bourne, Grundy Center, y . B., C. R. & N. et al ., on merchandise 1883 733 

Oskaloosa Water Co. , Oskaloosa, y . Cent. Iowa, ezcesslye, switching 188a 500 

Ottumwa Iron Works y . C, R. I. & P., application for special 1882 48S 

Palm, W. J., Orundy Center, y . B., 0. R. & N . , interstate on coal 1895 881 

Pierce, J. E., Lockridge, y. C, B. A Q., ezcesslye on coal 1887 696 

Raney Bros., Fairfield, y . Railway Companies, on paying brick 1897 HI 

RandLumber Co., Burlington, y. 0.,B. &Q., on lumber 1882 560 

Red Oak township, trustees of, et al., y. C, B. & Q., rates, rebates, etc 1882 564 

Richie, W. S., Muscatine, y . C, M. & St. P., ezcesslye on potatoes 1880 183 

Risk, C. C, Fairfield, y. C, B.&Q., on corn 1887 686 

Robinson, C . W . , Dubuque, y . B . , C . R. & N . , discrimination ezcesslye 1882 560 

Rodefer, J. W., Council BlufPs, y. C. A N.-W., transfer charges . 1870 88 

Saucer, W. H., Ackley, y. III. Cent., on marble 1883 68 

Shayer A Dows, Cedar Rapids, y. Joint western classification, crackers 1883 659 

Shepherd A Carpenter, Iowa City, y. 0., R. I. & P. et al., non-competltiye 1883 687 

Smith, H. D., Monticello, y. C, M. & St. P., ezcesslye , . 1882 568 

Smith Bros., Waterloo, y. B., C. R. & N., on hard coal 1883 676 

Smy the, Robert, y. C. &N.-W., protest against increase in 1879 8 

Spencer Bros., B»andolph, y. C, B. A Q., ezcesslye 1882 540 

Squires & Son et al., Milo, y. C, B. &Q., ezcesslye 1886511,518 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1886 512 

State of Iowa, by GK>yernor Larrabee. y. C, B. & Q ., discrimination In, on coal.. 1887 684, 670 

Stewart, John T., Council Bluffs, y. C. & N.-W. etal.,on llyestock 1879 28 

Stocker et al., y . railway companies, discrimination in, on yarious commodities. 1879 7 

Stotts A Houston, Ezira, y.C.,R I.&P., discrimination in, on stoye 1879 80 

Summers, William & Sons, Ft. Atkinson, y. C, M. A St. P., special , 1894 180 

Sweet, A*. L., Chicago, v. C. A N.-W., through rates on coal 1895 178 

Taylor, J. C, Des Moines, y. C, B. A Q., discrimination in 1888 531 



APPENDIX 311 

TIAR. PAO> 

Rates, Fasioht— Continued— 

Townsend. J W., Eaboka, Mo., y. 0., B. I. &P., excesslyeon oats 188B 574 

VanValkenbargh, A. B., Ames, ezcesBlye 1879 81 

•vebb, Henry, Eew, y. O., B. & Q., exorbitant ]883 606 

Whitebreast Fuel Oo. et al . , application of, for adyance In coal rates 180S 791 

Whiting, T. H.,01ermont,y. B.,0. B. & N., excesslyeon tUe 1887 753 

Wood, W. A., Harvester Oo. St. Paul, commissioners' rates apply on shipments 

beginning and ending in Iowa, though passing outside in transit 1896 216 

York, J., Zenorsyllle, y. O. & N. W., on coal 1888 836 

Batb Wabs— see, also, Bates. 

Discussion of , by Oharles Francis 4dams 1883 39 

Discussed in relation to earnings 1801 16 

Inl881 1882 32 

Beasonabli Bates fob Switching OABg— see SvHtchino. 

Bkasonable Bates— see Bates, 

Bbbates. 

vllowed to Omaha and refused to Oouncil BlufPs 1886 537 

Oarriers should not discriminate in between shippers 1883 706 

lieneral practice of carriers to grant 1888 765 

Merrill & Eeeney, Des Moines, y. 0. A N.-W. et al., on furniture 1883 678 

Should they be allowed? 1886 38-42 

Tasker, A. 0. and T. O., Onslow, y. 0. & N.-W., on hay 1886 684 

Winkler, J. W., Woodward, v. 0., M. A St. P., on grain and liye stock 1883 705 

Bb-Biixino— see Through BtUino. 

BsOEivBBS. Boads in hands of. 1890,8:1891 17 

Begeiying ahd Fobwabding Oabs— see Befusal to Beeeive and Fonoard Cars. 

*• Becipbooitt." 
Hoffman, A. G., Plato, y. B., O. B. & N., in demurrage charges 1893 233 

Bbduoed Passingeb F ABE— see Passenger Fare. 

Beduobd Bates, on Oobn, OATTiiE, Oabloads of Oommodities, etc.— see Bates. 
On Buund Shipments of Stock OattijE— see Bates. 

ttEFBIGEBATOB OaBS. 

Fowler, 0. W. , Bowan, y. B., C. B. & N., failure to use, yeal damaged 1895 166 

Hise Bros., Washington, y. 0., B. I & P., for dairy products 1886 568 

Hughey & Son, Wirt, y. H. & S., refusal to furnish .... 1884 564 

Marshall & Son, Chariton, y. O., B. & Q., failure to furnish 1884 597 

Shayer Oheese Oo., Cedar Baplds, y. B, C. B & N., rights of shippers 1894 305 

KEruNDiNO OF Oyebchabge— see Overcharge. 

Shanks & Coats, West Mitchell, y. C, B. & Q 1883 554 

Swezey & Borman, Newell, y. Illinois Central 1883 639 

BiBF0S4ii TO Cabbt Passenoebs on Fbbight Tbains— see Train^ervice. 

BErnsAiiTO FuBNiSH Befbigebatob Cabs— see Befrigerator Cars; also Failure to 
Furnish Cars, 

BsFUSAii TO FuBNiSH CABS— See FaUure to Furnish Cars. 

BEFUSAii TO Switch— see Switching. 

BsrusAii •F Use of Pbiyate Switch fob Loading Oabs— see Side Track. 

BEFUSAii to Bbceiye AND FOBWABD Fbbight AND Cabs 1878 16 

When destined to certain markets 1890 932 

Beed, William G., Hampton, y. Illinois Central, to send cars ofP its own line 1888 671 

Bernard Bros., Maleom, y. C, B. I. &P 1895 189 

Boyd, H. E., Malcom, y. C, B. I. & P., failure to forward coal 1898 91 

Carleton, B. O., Grand Junction, y. C, B. I. & P., hog shipment 1892 846 

Conyerse, S. A., Cresco, y. C, M. A St. P., to haul Burton stock cars 1888 700 

Crawford, B. W., Fort Dodge, y. D. M. & Ft. D., to carry alcohol 1884 582 

Dodge, Daniel, What Cheer, y. C, B I. & P., coal in carloads 1887 729 

Dorr Cattle Co., Des Moines, y. D. M. N. & W., refusal to proYlde cars for slop 

feed 1898 84 

Great Western Fuel Co., Gilmore, Y. 0. & N.-W 1885 570 

Greene, J. A., et al. Stone City, y. O , M. & St. P., refusal to forward cars of stone 

unless shippers pay the expense of staking and planking the end 1802 860 

Hambleton Milling Co , Keokuk, y. C. B. I. & P., grain shipments 1895 234 

Hammond, H. E., Carroll, y. C, B. 1 . & P., for points on other lines 1888 674 

Hastings, mayor and council of, y. C, B. & Q , coal shipments 1880 39 
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Hoag, J. M., Maqnoketa, y. 0., M. & St. P., ponies for state fair 1880 1063 

Iowa Fuel Co., Des Moines, v. 0., Bt. P. & E. 0., coal shipments 1888 718 

Iowa Central Railway v. O.. B. I. A P.. flonr 1895 187 

Irwin, Phillips & Co., Keokuk, ▼. 0., R. I. & P., refusal to make joint rates 1887 717 

Jennings Bros., Malcom, v. 0., B. I. &P 1896 189 

Jerome, F. H.,y. Cm B.&<Q 1883 445 

Keokuk &D. M. By. Ck>. y. D. M. & Ft. D. By. Oo 1878 5 

Leyerton, John, A.bbott, y. la. Cent. B*y, refusal to allow cars to leaye line 1896 86 

Lllburn, Samuel & Oo., Ottumwa, y. 0., B. I. & P 1880 77 

McOauU-Webster Grain Go., Minneapolis, y. 111. Cent. B*y Co., car of grain 

destined east 1896 8S 

Mitchell, M. W., Warren, y. B. & B. W 1880 119 

Muscatine melon shl]H>ers y. O. B. I. & P., melons 1895 813 

Norrls & Oo. , Prairie Olty , y. . , R. I & P., to send cars ofP Its own lines 1896 143 

Perry, N. H., Le Mars, y. D. M. & Ft. Dodge 1881 143 

Phillips Fuel Co., Ottumwa, y. 0., B. & Q. etal 1892 836 

Banks & Sterzbach, Rodman, y. B., 0. R &N. etal 1898 848 

Richards & Black, Wapello, y. B., 0. R.&N 1881 134 

Risk, Alex, Wlnthrop, y. 111. Oent 1880 U5 

Smith, E. F.. Wellman, y. B.,0. R. & N 1808 849 

Standard Lumber Oo., Dubuque, y. B. & M 1884 586 

Townsend, Le Mars, y. III. Oent 1883 615 

VanHouten, E., Pella, y. 0.,R. I. & P 1881 128 

Vincent, J. F., Union stock yards, Des Moines, y.O.,R. I. &P., refusal to de- 

Uyercars 1896 106 

Ward, O.H. & Co., Des Moines, y. 0., R. I. & P., to handle Wabash cars 1884 564 

Whitlock & Fields, Ladora, y.O.R.I.&P., refusal to allow cars to go off Its 

lines 1898 82 

Wlllard, Son &Oo., Marshalltown, y.O. G. W., to forward hides 1896 44 

Wis., Iowa & Neb. y. Iowa Northern, to switch 1886 669 

Rnoulations OF Oabbinbb, methods proposed 1886 34 

RELATIONS OF RAIIiBOADS TO SUBBOUMDING TNRRITORT 1886 50-53 

Rblsassd Shipmbnts, right of shippers in— see Ownor^e Risk. 

RNiiOOATiON OF HIGHWAYS, expense of crossing borne by railway company 1889 1065 

RBMoyAL or Station ob Frsioht House— see ^Station. 

RBMoyAL OF ELsyATORn-see Site. 

RRNTAii FOR PAiiAGB STOCK Oars— See PoloT'e Stock Can, 

Rbport of Hnpbobn Oommitteb— see H^pbvm OommiUee. 

Rbports of Oabbibbs. 

Difficulty of obtaining information from 1893,8,33:1805; 1897 4 

Goyernor's questions for railway companies discussed 1889 42 

Incomplete and Inaccurate. .1878, 34; 1879, 40, 42; 1880, 156; 1890, 9; 1892, 21; 1893, 85; 1804, 228-287, 230 

On iowa business, discussed 1891 3 

Of carriers to commissioners, difficulty in obtaining 1893 3 

Suggestions la reference to amendment of law concerning 1879 4 

RBSPONsiBiiiiTT OF Oabbibbs— See lAcLbilUy; also Damagett. 

Rbtubns of Railway Oompanibs— see Reports of Carriers. 

Rights of builders of side track to connect with main line 1889 981 

Rights of carrier to control station ground, subject to rights of the public 1891 736 

Right of company to retain its cars* on its own line— see £Ufu8al to Receive and For- 
ward Freight; Failure to Furmsh Cars. 

Rights of the public at crossing blocked by trains 1886 534 

Rights of the public contributing in aid of railroad protected by the courts when 

road is in hands of a receiyer 1889 1043 

Rights of Shippbbs. 

Ohapln, Merritt& Go., Des Moiaes, y, 0., M. & St. P., to select routes 1884 518 

Olow, W. D., Traer, y. B.,0. R. & N., to select route 1886 581 

Dalhoff & Oo., Burlington, y. 0., B. & Q. and Wabash, to selest route 1882 561 

Entitled to same rates as shippers from eleyators when cars are loaded from 

wagons in same time 1884 526 

Hambleton Milling Oo., Keokuk, y. 0., R. I. & P., choice of market 1896 234 
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Jerome, F. H.« ▼. O., B. A Q., to choose market 1882 445 

Miiscatlae melon shippers y. O., B. I. &P., choice of market 1896 813 

Nye & Bourne, Grundy Center, V. B., 0. B. & N., to select routes 1883 733 

Smith, J. N., y C, B. & Q., pooling— large and small cars— pass to llye stock 

shippers 1883 648 

To select route for shipments 1886 491 

To rates by shortest route 1887,761:1891 773 

To choice of market 1800,932:1892 769,858 

Townsend, Le Mars, y. 111. Cent., to select markets and routes 1883 615 

Bight of Wat Damaobs— see Damaoes . 

BiPiiiT, B. P., G. F. A. 0., B. & Q., letter of, on reduction of corn rates In Iowa. .. 1886 619 

BoAD, ABAimoBnavT OF— see Abandonment of Bocbd. 

BOAD BniiiT FBOM EARNINGS IN ExGiss OF 6 P«B Obnt ON |80,000 Pbb Miln— see 
MUeoQe. 

Bo AD WOBK BT Oontbact— see ContrcLct. 

Bound-Tbip Batbs— see Bates, 

Bound-Tbip Bhipmbnts of Btook Oattlb— see Bates. 

Bound-Trip Tiokbts— see Excunton Tickets, also. Tickets. 

Boutbs, Bights of Shippbrs to Sbdbot— see Bights of Shippers. 

Bulb fob Equitablb Distbibution of Oabs— see Distributiim of Cars 1888 719 

Running Railway Obobbingb— see Crossing Stops. 

SAFETY APPLIANOES— see Couplers and Brakes, Automoitie. 
8aob, W. Mm 6. F. A., 0., R. I. A P., letter of, on reduction of corn rates 1886 621 

St. L., K. & N. W., Information concerning ownership of 1892 824 

BAIiABIBS OF Offiobbs 1888 646-650 

BAMPiiB Casbb— see Baggage. 

Band Ratbs— see Bates. 

Sanitabt and Unsanitabt Oondctionb. 

Golf ax, citizens of, y. 0., B. I. & P., improyed In outbuildings 1889 1067 

Eyerett, H., Council BlufPs, y. O., R. I. & P., of outbuildings 1881 135 

Marengo, citizens of , v. O., B. 1. &P 1894 274 

SCAiiBS, Tbagk— see Track Scales, 

BCABCITT OF OOAIi 1880 671 

BOHBDuiiB OF Ratbb— see, also, Bales. 

Adopted In Dayenport, Dubuque and Burlington cases 1888, 752, 773-797 

Oommlssloners' was In force pending Injunction suits 1889 1062 

Distance aboye 400 miles 1889 1103 

Must be posted for public inspection 1869 1101 

Reasonable maximum rates, adoption of, by 0. & N.- Y 1889 1051 

Bbobbot In railroad matters to be ayoided 1878 71 

Bbnatb COMifiTTBB, United States, Inyestlgatlon of, on interstate commerce 1885 32 

Bbnding Oabs off Thbib Own Linbb— see Befusal to Beceive cmd Fonoard Freight. 

Bhipmbnts fbom Point to Point in Iowa. 
Though passing outside In transit, state commerce 189iie 38, 39 

Shippbbb and Oabbibbb. 

Shippers at stations must be afforded like facilities for doing business 1888 829 

Their relation to each other discussed 1884 7 

Shippebs Entitled to Rates via Shobtbst Ron cbs— see Bights of Shippers. 

Shipping FACiiiiTiBS, Monopoly of Against Public Poliot— sqo Monopoly. 

Shipping Faoilities— see Station Fa4yUities, Failure to Furnish Cars, Befrigerator 
Cars. 

Shipping Regulations. 

Budd, J. L., Ames, y. O. & N.-W 1882 494 

Crawford, W. H., Hampton, y. Central Iowa, release on f ax seed 1881 138 

Oreasler, 0. W., & Co., Scranton, y. C. & N.- W., in shipment of butter . . 1890 877 

Loading and unloading L. C. L. shipments 1892 838 

Shippers required to protect cars for stone shipments at private expense 1892 860 

Btocker, J. W., et al., Logan, y. O. & N.-W., in live stock 1880 68 

Shobtage in Tbansit— see Lost in Transit. 

Shobtagb of Cabs— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 



314 APPENDIX. 

TIAB. PAO> 

8HORTS8T Route, Shippers Entitled to Bates Based on — see Bights of Shippers, 

Short Lines. 

Percentage of through rates allowed to ... 1898 38 

Short Line Bates— see Pereentagts to Short Lines, 

Side Tracks— see, also, Spur Track. 

Authority of commissioners to order construction of, questioned 1800 857 

Ohanging grade of , damages for .. 1890 923 

Should private builders be allowed to connect with railroads? 1896 zxz v 

OOMPiiAlMTS OONOERNISG. 

Alta, citizens of, y . Illinois Oentral, insufficient to mill 1885 577 

Dayidson, M., Piano, y. Wabash, ylolation of contract in matter of building 1^82 549 

Dawson, S. B., Perry, y. W., St. L. & P., to coal and wood house 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, y. A. & O., restoration of 1895 120 

Dorcas, John, Shiloh, y. O. & N.- W., failure to furnish as per contract 1886 573 

Fraser, J., Holmes, y. B., B. & N., trespassing on land designed for.. 1888 683 

Hill Bros , Clarion, y. M. 0. & Ft. D., refusal of use of private 1887 755 

Marcus Boiler Mills, Marcus, y. Illinois Oentral, petition for, to warehouse 1894 209 

Norman, citizens of, y. M. & St. L., building of, diverted business 1887 685 

Pascoe Bros., What Oheer, v. 0. A N.- W., enforcing contract to construct 1889 980 

Plover, citizens of, v. 0., B. I . & P., petition for additional • ^^ ^^ 

Bights of builders of to conneot with other railroads 1889, 981 ; 1891 45 

Boberts, 0. L , Grinnell, v. 0., B. I. & P., discriminative privileges on 1889 1027 

bhowman, William, et al., v. 0., M. & St. P., petition to restore 1890 917 

Sindt, W. v.. Holstein, V. 0. & N.-W., to warehouse 1894 276 

Smith, W. O., et al., Lockridge, v. O , B. & Q., at Ooalport 1898 27 

Sidings, Public Highways, Dubuque switching case 1889 1034 

Signals, Electric, at Orossings— see Electric Signals. 

Sioox OiTT & Dakota B. B., history of 1879 111 

Sites tor 0«al Houses, Elevators, Warehouses, Etc. 

Carriers must not discriminate in granting 1890 867 

Decision of the supreme court reviewed in Bunny Hill Alliance case 1892 29-31 

Dlscussionof 1897 4 

Exclusive rights to single shippers against public policy 1895 xxz, xxxiv 

OOMPLAIMTS OONCEftNiNG, Petition for. 

Blow,M., Bsthervllle,V. B., 0. B. & N., for coal shed 1886 497 

Bouiiller, H. N., Brltt, v. O., M. A St. P., removal of coal sheds, etc 1896 60 

Campbell, Joel, Ayrshire, v. C, B. I. & P., for coal house 189J 801 

Carlson, 6. G., Stratford, v. C, & N.-W., rental for scales 1893 212 

Carpenter, W. B. , Marion, v. C, M. & St. P., removal of elevator 1893 144 

Cook, B. W., Crawfordsville, v. B. & N.- W., for coal house 1895 207 

Eckert & Williams, Northwood, V. B., C. B. & N., at Kensett 1890 925 

Edmonds, E. J., Marcus, V. C, St. P. &0. forelevator 1892 86S 

Farmers' Alliance, of Hartley, v. C. M. & St . P.. for coal house 1890 911 

Supreme court opinion reviewed 1892 29-31 

Frazier & Ballou, Primghar, v. D. & S. C. (111. Cent.), for warehouse 1890 940 

French & King, Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., information concerning rights of 

lessees of elevators on station grounds or right of way 1893 240 

Fry. U. S., Van Home, inquiry relative to : 1897 67 

GafPord, Joseph, Burlington, v. citizens of Murray, obstructing street.- 1887 687 

Gier & Belz, Conrad Grove, v. C. & N .- W., expense of relocation 1892 843 

Hardin county, citizens of, V. B., C. B. & N., for elevator 1890 888 

Hodges, N. W., Storm Lake, v. III. Cent., discrimination and refusal of . . . 1800 887 

Hollis, Thomas, Badcliffe, v. C. & N.- W., application for additional 1890 898 

Jansen, Antem, Haverhill, v. C, M. & St. P., for elevator 1888 828 

Jensen, J. G. L., Gilman, V. Iowa Central, elevator 1891 731 

Eenyon & Hilliard, Mt. Union, V. B. & N.- W., for elevator 1894 258 

Kline Bros., fiockwell, v. Iowa Central, for warehouse 1895 172 

Lancaster, W., Bradgate, V. C. & N.-W., for elevator 1892 823 

Lewis, B. G., Des Moines, v. C, B. I. & P., removal of elevator 1895 211 

McCallsburg, citizens of, v. Cent. Iowa, refusal to grant 1885 574 

McCord & Co., et al.. Storm Lake, v. 111. Cent., for coal house 1893 190 

McNamara, J. F., Vincent, v. M. C. & Ft. D., for coal house 1894 294 
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Parsons & Heath, Gait, y. B., 0. B. A N., for grain warehouse 189t 818 

Pickering-Johnson Grain Oo., Shenandoah, y. O. & St. L., at Summit 1893, 62t: 1805 zxziz 

Porter, James, Sutherland, y. 111. Oent , remoyal at Larrahee 1891 824 

E^ice & Palmer, et al., Ellsworth, y. O. & N.-W., eleyator 1892 888 

Richardson A Eanifman, Belmond, y. &f. O. & Ft. D., remoyal of eleyator 1896 159 

Bobinson, J. O., etal., Marathon, y. O. & N.-W., coal house 1892 869 

Boss & Brady, Akron, y. 0., M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1892 781 

Bossell, J. M., Storm Lake. y. 111. Oent , remoyal of eleyator at crossing 1893 154 

Smith, E.B., Cherokee, y. III. Oent., for coal house 1896 288 

Smith, 0. J., Ogden, y. M. & St. L., for warehouse 1895 227 

Smith, J. S., Jewell, y. 0. & N.-W., for eleyator 1891 794 

Steer, William M., West Branch, y. B., O. B. & N., for warehouse 1890 856 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, y. 0., M. & St. P., for coal house 18VN) 911 

Thomas, G. F., Swea Oity, y. B., 0. B. & N., eleyator at Armstrong 1898 57 

Townsend & Merrill, Oedar Falls, y. ill. Cent., termination of lease 1898 26 

WebsterBros., Waucoma,y. C, St. P.&E. CatBoyd 1890 895 

Webster Bros., Waucoma, y. 0., M. A St. P., at Jackson Junction 1894 271 

Welles, W. W., Webster Oity, y. W. O. & S. W., failure to furnish 1889 1045 

Wellsburg, citizens of, y. B., 0. B. & N., for eleyator 1891 820 

WertJB, O. O., Greene, y.B ,0. B. &N., for coal house 1897 21 

Wilbur, D. W., Hawkeye, y. O., M. & St. P., grain warehouse 1895 155 

Williams Bros., Primghar, y . 111. Oent., for elevator 1896 184 

Winnebago Farmers' Alliance y. M. &St. L., coal house 1801 782 

York, Joseph, ZenorsyiUe, y. 0. & N.-W., for coal sheds 1888 836 

Sliiping Oabs. 

Dowell, A. B., Vinton, y. 0. & N -W., holders of second-class' tickets not entitled to 1883 652 

Priyileges, discrimination in, at Oouncil BlufPs 1888 702 

BM4Lii AND Labob Shippibs— see^ Oir I^ood Bates. 

Smith, Spbnobb, OOMMiBSioinDR, paper on the '*• Bailroad Question " 1889 21 

Snow Bix)okadb. 

Belmond, citizens of, y. Oentral Iowa, failure to keep road open 1884 517 

Oass, S. F., Sumner, y. Dub. & Dak., failure to run trains on account of 1886 505 

GK>shen, citizens of , y. H. & S., petition to raise .1886 507 

Jackson, E. P. et al., Gllmore, y. D. M. A Ft. D., asking remoyal of . . . . '. ... 1S83 573 

Tripoli, citizens of, y. 0. G W., failure to remoye, and delay of trains 1893 225 

Sorr OOAii Bates— see Rates, 

Solicitation or Hotbl Patbonagb at Stations— see Omnibus PrivUeoes. 

Special Tbain to carry liye stock, extra charge for 1887 782 

Special Batbs on building material for churches, permissible 1888 837 

Spboial Bates, large shipper not entitled to, as against small shipper 1888 837 

Special Emebobnct Bates otr Oobn— see Bates, 

Special Bates to Labqe Shippebb— see Car Load Bates; also. Bates. 

Speed or Fbeioht Tbains ..1878 65 

Speed or Tbainb in Oitibs. 

Hill, E , Mitchellyille, y. O., B. I. & P., through town 1896 120 

Malyern, city of, y. 0., B. & Q., danger from fast trains 1889 1040 

Spub Tbaoks— see, also. Side Tracks. 

Dooley , George, Newton, y. Iowa Oentral, protest against remoyal of 1891 737 

Excelsior Ooal Oo. y. Oentral Iowa, compulsory operation of 1878 24 

Bobertson, S. A., Des Moines, taxation of quarry track 1881 133 

Oonnectlon of with main line— see Side Track. 

Stanwood & Tipton Bailw AT, history of 1879 112 

S f ATE AND Intebstatb Oommbbce— soe, also, Inlterstale Ooimneree and Bates 1886 4 

Diamond Jo Line y. O., B. & Q 18891074,1077 

Opinion of supreme court 1892 901 

What OoaiStitutes— 

Oarpenter, D. J., Beloit, y. O., M. A St. P., shipments from point to point within 

the state, though passing outside in transit, are state commerce 1890 849 

Freight shipped from point to point within the state of Iowa, though passing 

outside in transit, held to be state commerce 1889, 1074-1077 ; 1890 849 

Hamilton & Oo , Algona, y. B., O. B. & N., what constitutes 1897 118 
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Statb and Ihtbrbtatb OouMKsam— Continued- 
Heath, H. B. & Sons, Ft. Dodge, ▼. III. Gent., shipments from points In the state 

to points outside, though reblUed In transit, interstate commerce 1894 164 

McGllora, L. E., Larchwood, v. B.. 0. B. & N., traffic from point to point in Iowa, 

though Dassing outside in transit, is Htate commerce 180S 868 

Bkeen A Zook, Albia, y. 0., B. & Q., from point to point in Iowa is state commerce 1808 74 

STATB OONTBOIi OF 0., B. I. & P. B'Y 1880 177 

Station— Faoilitibs and Bbryiob— see, also. Joint Stations. 
Abandonment of— see Abandonment of Station. 

Ohaaging name of, legislation recommended 1889,89; 1891 44 

Cleanliness and removal of disorderly persons recommended 1884 42 

Control of grounds, omnibus priyileges— see Omnibus Privileges. 

Exclusiye use of must not be granted to one person 1890 893-894 

Establishing of new, legislation recommended 1889 89 

Facilities for doing business at 1895 zzix 

Finances of > company cannot be considered by board in ordering 1884 509 

Grade of highway crossing oyer station grounds 1893 16, 166 

Joint and Y connections— see Joint Stations; also, Wyes. 

New, legislation recommended 1891 43 

Profits to carriers not sole element in establishment of 1884 496 

OOMPIi4INT8 OONOBBNINO. 

Albrecht. A. S. et al., Mederyille, y. 0., M. & St. P., petition to rebuild station . . . 1896 101 

Adaza, citizens of, y. D. M. N. A W., petition for depot 1896, 173; 1898 35 

Algona, citizens of , y. O., M. & St. P., for relocatioaof 1889 1067 

Aplington, citizens of, to keep open at night 1882 455 

Ashaw, y. 0., B. I. & P., petition for removal of 1891 789 

Austin, citizens of. y. O., Bf . & St. P., petition for removal of 1892 863 

Ayery, citizens of y. O., B. & Q., petition for 1893 742 

Bamum, O. F., Bryant, Becorder y. 111. Oent., dangerous location of depot 1896 219 

Bassett, citizens of, y. 0., M.& St. P., for flag statloo 1896 121 

Bayless, F. D., Elkader, y. O., M. & St. P., facilities at Osborne 1892 830 

Bigelow, M. F., Alden, v. 111. Oent . , Insufficent night service 1884 505 

Bingham, L. B. & Bon. Bstherville, v. B., 0. B. & N., facilities for storing and 

handling perishable freight 1896 104 

Bismarck station case 1889, 36, 992; 1895 xl 

Bouton, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., depot, etc 1890 948 

Boyd, G. J., Herndon, v. 0., M. & St. P., night service 1885 576 

Browns, Hale & Biggs, citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., reopening 1891 746 

Bryan, D. B., Bonton, v. 0., M. & St. P., depot 1888 688 

Bunch, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. A P., depot at Bunch postofflce and Paris siding. . . 1891 798 

Butt, M , et al., Harvey, v. Wabash, platform 1893 210 

Oalif omia Junction, citizens of, v. F., £. & M. V. et al., depot.. •. 1887 628 

Oalloway, P., Atlantic, v. 0., B. I. & P., privileges of stockyards 1895 233 

Oampbell, F. B., Bismarck, v. 0., M. & St. P., restoration of 1889, 86, 992: 1895 zl 

Oapron, G. F., Oapron station, v. O., M. & St. P., facilities as per contract 1889 1058 

Olay pool, W. W., et al., Spencer, v. O., M. A St. P., at Hay siding 1893 204 

Oleghorn and Oherokee county, citizens of. v. Duo. A S. 0., depot 1889 1019 

Dissenting opinion by Oommlssioner Oampbell 1889 1020 

Oleveland, E. S , Holmes, v. B., 0. B. A N., better accommodations 1888 706 

Oleveland, E. S., Holmes, v. B., 0. B. & N., facilities ^ 1890 883 

Ooalport, restoration of sidetrack 1898 27 

Oochran, William, et al., Elmlra, v. B., 0. B. A N., facilities 1892 736 

Supplemental decision 1892 737 

Oolf ax, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. A P., improved sanitary conditions 1889 1067 

Oone, citizens of, V. B., 0. B. & N., flag station 1887 778 

Oorning, citizens of, V. 0., B. & Q., relocation of depot 1887 760 

Oouncil BlufPs, citizens of, v. U. P., insufficient facilities 1886 630-570 

Oouncll Bluffs, city of, v. All Entering Bailways, additional facilities 1892 809 

Orelghton, O. E., Oakvllle, v. Iowa Oentral depot ..1894 244 

Orippen Oreamery Oo., Orlppen, v. , M. & St. P., platform 1894 270 

Crozier, M. W., Stark, v, B. A N. W., petition for 1890 857 

Cylinder, citizens of, v. C, ii. A St. P., depot 1891 815 
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Station— Complaints Oongibning— Continued- 
Dallas Center, Benton Bros., of . ▼. C, R. I. & P., keeping depot open 1806 83 

Dayid, Scholtes & Poorte, of , V. W. & W., service 1896 66 

Davidson Bros., Hull., v. C, M. &8t. P., changing name of 1887 002 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Coffin 1887 093 

Dawson, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1880 087 

Dawson, S. B., Percy, v. W., St. L. &P., for wood and coal 1887 684 

Dennis, citizens of, v. A. & 0., restoration of switch 1806 ISO 

Des Moines, nnsafe condition of union depot 1808 U 

Diagonal, citizens of, V. C. O. W., freight station 1804 156 

Doon, citizens of, v. C, St. P., M. & C, petition for depot at Lunt's siding 1806 38 

Elrick, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, for re-establishment of 1807 72 

Evanston, depot at, W. D. Drake, et al., V. M. C. & Ft. D 1896 36 

Everly, citizens of, v.C, M.& -St. P., petition for 1887 742 

Felton, J. B., New Virginia, V. D. M. & E. C, bad condition of 1892 780 

Fifield, citizens of , V. Wabash, petition for 1804 287 

Gallagher, J. S., et al., Wesley, v. C, M. & St. P., for night operator 1803 226 

Gaston, E. E., Van Wert, v. Wabash Western, condition of, conduct in 1888 002 

Glendale, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., petition for 1800 861 

Grey, L. E., Perry, v. C, M. &8t. P., night service at Herndon 1887 823 

Halley, J. K., Nashville, V. 0. & N.-W., station service 1806 94 

Ham & Carver, Dubuque, v. B., C. B. & N., better mail service 1883 721 

Banna, J. Q.,Goldfleld,v.C.&N.-W., location of 1882 432 

Harrington, D. E., PostviUe, v. C, M. & St. P., insufficient service 1800 861 

Hawarden, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., for building 1883 606 

Herndon, citizens of v. C, M. & St. P. and W., St. L. & P., approaches to 1886 553 

Hickory Grove township, Jasper county, citizens of, v. Iowa Central, facilities. . 1800 000 

Hill's Siding, petition for depot at, on B., 0. B. & N 1806 67 

Rehearing declined 1800 001 

Hodges, C. H. etal., Sexton, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1802 800 

Homaday, J. C, Wall, J. J. etal., v. C, B. I. & P., at Udell 1802 864 

Hutchins, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1803 147 

Independence, citizens of, v. Illinois Central, to stop at platforms 1892 785 

Ira, station service 1805 150 

Jenks, A. M., Sheldahl. v. C. &N.-W. etal., platform 1887 689 

Johnson, T. S. et al., Bonair, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1802 799 

Kenwood Park, citizens of, V. C, M. ft St. P., petition for 1803 244 

Elemme, citizens of, V. B., C. B. &N., petition for 1890 884 

Kniffln, citizens of , v. C . , B. I . & P . , petition for facilities 1801, 751 ; 1805 176 

Erysher. Levi, Avon, v. C, B. &Q. and C, B. I. & P., for removal 1886 603 

Latty, citizens of. V. B., C. B. & N., for additional room at 1886 522 

Ledyard, depot at, citizens V. B., C. B. &N. and C. & N.-W 1806 38 

Le Grand, citizens of, V. C. &N.-W., relocation of 1804 313 

Le Mars, citizens of, v. Illinois Central et al., for more commodious 1800 880 

Lemon, H. F. etal., Blm Springs, V. 0., M. ft St. P., agent 1807 127 

Lennon, H . et al . , Elm Springs, v.C.,M.ftSt.P., f aoilities for freight 1806 72 

Leyner, John etal., Dallas county, v. C, B. I. ft P., removal of Ashawa 1802 807 

Lida, citizens of, V. C, St. P.ftK. C, petition for 1880 1010 

Lieseretal., Abbott, v. B.,C. B. ft N. and Central Iowa, joint 1882 440 

Little Wall Lake, citizens of, v. M . C. ft Ft. D., petition for flag 1801 830 

Luana, depot platform at, P. Bredow, Maxwell, v. C.,M. ft St. P 1808 35 

Lunt's Siding, petition for depot by citizens of Doon 1806 38 

Lux, Peter et al., Hopkinton, V. C, M. ft St, P., at Lux Siding 1803 141 

Malone, J. D. etal., Santiago, v. C, St. P. ft K. C, petition for 1808 214 

Marengo, citizens of, v. C, B. I. ft P., sanitary condition of 1801 274 

McCusker, Edward, Loretto, v.C, St.P.ftE.C, abandonment of Lida 1880 1010 

McFarlane, William etal., Blencoe,T. B. C. ftp., petition for 1884 508 

McKinney, Mrs. J. C, Decorah, v. 111. Cent., care of 1888 567 

McLaughlin, D. E., David, v. W. ft S. W., petition for 1803 267 

Melbourne, citizens of, V. C, St. P. ft E. C.« petition for 1888 733 

Melbourne, J. H. Bagley. et al., t. C. G. W., Joint station at crossing 1806 16 

Meriden, citizens of, V. 111. Cent., for rebuilding of burned 1880 614 
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Miller, J. D. et »1., IdaGroTe,y. O. & N.-W., petition for 1884,406; 1885 861 

Miller, J. T.. Iowa Fall*, ▼. B., O. E. A N 1881 148 

, Morning Sun, citizens of, v. Central Iowa and B., O. B. & N., for 1884, 688; 1885 664 

New Hartford, citlienB of, v. D. &8. 0., for reopening, night 1891 741 

Norway, J.;T. Springer of, y. O. ft N.-W., llghtlog of depot and platform 1808 00 

Oakley, citizens of, v. 0., B. A Q., petition to reopen 1886 501 

Oakvllle, oltlzensof, y. Iowa Central, petition for additional 1801, 707; 1894 244 

O'Brien Bros., Valeria, y. 0., St. P. & K. 0., freight house 180i 833 

Orilla, citizens of, y. O. G. W.,reopeniog 1804 888 

Osborne, citizens of , y. 0., M. & St. P., petition for 1891 740 

Otho, citizens of, y. M. &8t. L., petition for 1802 730 

Petition for reopening 1895 170 

Otranto, citizens of, y. 0.. M. &St. P., for larger building 1892 731 

Page Center, citizens of, y. 0., B. & Q., for agent 189;! 780 

Paulger, J. etal., New Hartford, y. 111. Cent., for night seryice 1885 668 

Ploy«r, citizens of, y. C, R. I. & P., petition for 1890 9B5 

Poorman, D. A., Des Moines, y. C, B. & Q., lack of 1891 636 

Prlchard, N., Warren, y. C, M. & St. P 1886 668 

Rands, citizens of, y. D. M., N. &W., petition for 1893 881 

Red Oak, citizens of, y. C.,B. & Q., relocation of freight house 1880 901 

Reed, J. G. etal., Lime Springs, y. 0.,M. & St. P., night seryice 1803 213 

Reynolds, J. J. et al., Blencoe, y. S. C. & P., petition for stock yards 1888 711 

Richardson, G. W., Clear Lake, y. 0..M. & St. P , at Ventura 1800 084 

Richardson & Berard, Fairfax, y. O. & N.-W., unsuitable condition of depot.... 1880 1079 

Rldgeway, citizens of, y. C, M. A St. P., rebuilding of burned 1888 761 

Rlggs, W. K.,Castalla,y. B..C. B. & N, petition to reopen 1880 875 

Robblns, R. R.,Herndon,y. CM & St. P., for freight house 1803 815 

Root's Siding, citizens of, y. B.,C. R. A N., depot 1898 61 

Ruybar, F., Valeria, y.C., St. P. & K. C, for platform 1880 1071 

Russell, citizens of, V. C, B. & Q., for night seryice 1886 506 

Buthyen. citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P., for removal of 1886 661 

Sandusky, citizens of, y. St. L., K. C. & N. W., for rebuilding 1800 8W 

frcheil, John W. et al., Graham, y. 8.. C. R. & N., shipping facilities 1808 734 

Seeyers, W. A., et al., Oskaloo^a, y. Central Iowa, accommodations 1886 580 

Sheldon, citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P , Inadequate 1887 697 

Shipley Bros., Herndon, v. C, M. &St. P., insufficient approaches 1885 562 

Showman, William, et al.. Showman, y. C, M. A St. P., for restoration of 1800 917 

Slater, citizens of, y. C. & N.-W., petition for bliling 1888 689 

Snyder, A. B , et al. , Spauldlng, v. C, B. & Q., for reopening 1891 747 

Solomon, citizens of, y. O. & St. L., petition for. 1892 767 

Springer, C. H., Springer, y. III. Cent., at Stacy yllle Jet 1898 59 

Thornton, citizens of, v. M. C. & Ft. D., petition for depot 1889 981 

Todd, C. J. and J. T., Diagonal, y. St. P & K. C, facilities 1892 888 

Udell, citizens of, y. C, R, I. & P., establishment of 1894 168 

Ulster, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1890 865 

VanSaun, George B., Cedar Falls, y.C. G. W, opening of 1894 285 

Warner, W. F., Luana, v. C, M. & St. P., iosufficient depot grounds 1897 63 

Watts, Fremont^ Goose Lake, y. C. & N.-W., shipping facilities 1890 947 

Westfleld, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1890 919 

Westfield, citizens of, y. C, M. & St. P., amended decision 1891 808 

Williams, citizens of, y. 111. Cent, for night mail service 1888 718 

Wilson, G. M., et al., Ira, y. C. G. W., insufficient 1895 160 

Wilson, J. 8., Hill's Siding, y. B., C. R & N., petition for 1808, 736; 1893 183 

Wisdom, F., Creston, y. C, B. & Q. et al., additional at Afton Junction 1897 101 

Wright, A. G. , et al., Whiting, y. S. C. & P., for night service 1886 618 

Young, James, & Co., Sidney, v. C, B. & Q , negligence uf agent 1894 307 

BTAT1STI08, difficulty in obtaining 1897 4 

Statutes Bvi«atuio to EUJLWATS—see Lowb. 

STflALiHo LiYB Stock in Transit— see SuJbttUution of Live Stock, etc. 

STBEii Rails, Introduction of , duty on, etc *. 1880 183 

Stock. Capit Air-see Capttdl Stock. 
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Stock Oattli, Pstition vob Withdrawal of Rates on— see Bates. 

Stock OATTiiS, Bbduosd Bates fob Bound Trip Shipments of— see Rates,^ 

Stook AND Debt, permlle 1880 157 

STOOKHOIiDBBS, LiSTS OF 1888 850-067 

Stock KujUbd and Injcbbd— see, also, Damao^- 

Bailey, J. S., Searsboro, ▼. Oent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 669 

Bantes, L., Weldon, y. E. & W., on crossing 1898 844 

Bates, L. P., Bussell, v. W., St. L. & P., et «1., failure to fence 1886 603 

Barkley, E. A., Odebolt, y. 0. dbN.-W., bytraln 1896 165 

Beyers, Mrs. J. W., Hull, y.O., M. & St. P., on priyate crossing 1898 69 

Blanchard, John, Blencoe, y. S. O. & P., on crossing 1887 788 

Boatwrlght, D. J., Hastie, y. Wabash, hogs on account of defectiye fence 1892 805 

Bruntsing, A. B., Hull, O., M. A St. P., on open farm crossing 1898 52 

Butin, D. F., Des Moines, y. 0., M. & St. P., damages for 1888 685 

Oampbell, F. B., Bismarck, y. 0., M. & St. P., ca],f 1898 69 

Oondit. A. B , Paton, y. O., R. 1. & P., at cattle guard 1888 828 

Oowry, Patrick, Paton, y. 0., B. I. & P., near station 1888 746 

Decker, J. I., East Peru, y. 0., St. P. & K. 0., by train 189U 866 

Dickman, John, Westgate, y. C, St. P. & K. 0., at crossing Ib89 1047 

DoDler, W. L , Vail, y O. & N.-W., defectiye fence 1898 65 

Earle, W. O., Waukon, y.O., M. & St. P., hogs in transit 1888 735 

Emery, H. A , Thayer, y. O., B. & Q 1895 240 

Ferguson, J. A., Paton, y. O., B. I. & P., cow 1889 1045 

Fowler, F. H., Oedar Eapids, y. B., O. B. & N., failure to whistle and ring 1892 851 

Fi aser, W. W., Beyington, y. 0., B. I. & P., on depot grounds 1888 743-744 

Fraser, J., Paullina, y. O. & N.-W... 1895 170 

Frazier, Qeo , t'anora, y. D. M. N. A W., defectiye cattle guards 1897 110 

uouid, M., Van Wert, y. H. & S., struck by engine 1890 845 

Qruwell, E. T^ West Branch, y. B , O. B. & N., claim for 1889 1083 

Helmer, M. F., Mechanicsyille, y. O. & N.- W., on right of way 1884 52S 

Harris, H. W., Perry, y. D. M. & Ft. D. Bd., on highway crossing 1883 604 

Harris, John, Oswalt, y. Iowa Northern, claim for on crossing 1893 826 

Hibburd, A. A., Paulllna, y. O. A N.-W., calf 1886,586; 1894 2d7 

Hibbard, A. A., Paullina, y. O. ft N.-W, hogs 1889.1060; 1895 109 

lyes, Julius, Dickens, y. 0., M. & St P., damage for. 1889 1025 

Leeper, J. W., Truro, y. D. M. A K. O., injured in cattle guard 1892 826 

Lwgan, Mrs. B. E., Rhodes, y. U., M. A St. P., on account of defectiye fence 1892 843 

Mackiiinon, J. 0., Gen. Mgr. O., F. M. & D. M., inquiry as to liability 1893 249 

March, O. H., Grinneil, y. Oent. Iowa, at crossing, failure to whistle 1888 680 

Mayhew, N. P., Vlllisca, y. O., B. A Q , in transit 1885 547 

McOahill, M.,et al., Oonger, y. O., St. P. & K. 0., claim for 1891 818 

Mccracken, Mrs. E., Thorn burg, y. B., 0. R. & N., failure to fence 1892 866 

McOracken, Mrs. E,Thornburg,y. B.,O.B.& N., claim for 1893 218 

Mc Williams, H., Denison, y. O. & N.-W., claim for 1890 914 

Peter, John, PauUina, y. 0. & N.-W., claim for... 1892 830 

Bay bourne. A., Woodward, y. D. M. & Northern, claim for 1891 778 

Remington Bros., Murray, y. 0., B. & Q., on crossing .' 1898 67 

Richards, W, DayisOity, y. O , B. & Q., claim for * 1892 881 

Boberts, Anthony, Van Wert, y. K. ft W., hog, on depot grounds 1888 714 

Buhmer,J.,Paullina, y.O. A N.-W., claim for 1887 680 

Rudiabaugh,0. 8., DayisOity, y. 0., B. &Q., claim for 1892 823 

Shay, John, Maloy, y. O., dt. P. & K. O , claim for 1893 230 

Smith, J. J., West Branch, y. B,O.R. AN, cow 1896 68 

Stout, J. 0, Thayer, y. O., B.&Q 1895 £08 

Tallman, J. H., Paton, y. O. , R. I. & P., on station grounds : . . . 1889 1068 

Tasker Bros., Onslow, y. 0.& N.-W 1885 546 

Waggoner, Henry, Udebolt, y. 0. & N.-W 1894 306 

Week, O. F,01ermont,y.B, O. B. &N., damages for 1886 610 

White, S. J., Plymouth, y. 0., M. A St. P., account of defectiye fence 1892 848 

Wilson, E. O., Van Wert, y. H &S., injured on bridge 1888 682 

Stock in Transit, Damage to— see Damages, 

Stock Watering. Hepburn Oommittee Report 1880 178 
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Stock Watbbihg— see Wcttered Stock, 

Stock Yards. 

Galloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, ▼. C, B. I. & P., discrimination in privileges 1895 2S3 

Conger, B. F., Woodward, ▼. O., M & St. P., discrimination in privileges 1894 345 

Oonover, citizens of, ▼. O., M. & St. P., lack of water at 1895 135 

Ooon Rapids, citiiens of, v. O., M. & St. P., condition of 1898 53 

Marcus, city of, ▼. 111. Cent., removal of 1897 123 

McOullough & Fndge, Marne, v. O., B. I. & P. , lack of water in 1897 132 

Meehan, P. F. and William Drewe, Clayton, v. O., B. & Q., petition for 1894 291 

Reynolds, J. J., et al, Biencoe, v. S. O. & P., petition for 1888 711 

Bidgeway, citizens of, ▼. O., M. & St. P., lack of water, etc 1898 76 

Shannon City, Swing, J. E., of, v. O. G. V7., condition of stock yards 1896 51 

Vincent, J. F., prop, union stock yards, Des Moines, ▼. O. B. I. & P., refusal to 

deliver cars 1896 106 

Stons Shipmsntb, regulations concerning 1892 860 

Stopping Fast Tiiaims at Small Stations— 6ee Train Service. 

Stopphto the running of trains, power of the commissioners in, when road is 

declared unsafe 1892 766 

Stop-over Oh icks and Privilbgss— see, also, Passenger Fare 1892 861 

Stopping Trains AT Platforms 1889 987 

Beck, W. J. B., Ft. Madison, v. St. L., E. & N. W., stopping caboose at platform 1897 89 

McOuire, E. H., Marengo, v. 0., B. I. & P., refusal to 1890 907 

Selma, citizens of, v. O., B. I. & P., caboose, liability of carriers 1891 776 

Stopping Trains at Bailsoad Grossing— see Crossing Stops. 

Storage, Usb ot Oars for Wabihouss Purposes— see Demurrage. 

Storage, Oharges tor— see Baggage. 

Street Orossing, Blockading op with Trains— see Obstructing of Streets. 

Street Orossings, Establishment ot— see Crossings, Highway. 

Strikes. 

Employment of incompetent engineers on 0., B. &Q 1887 787 

Discubsion and effect of 1888,44; 1889 33 

Delay of freight *in account of— see Delay in Transit. 

Substitution. 

Wilson, A. R., Traer, v. O. & N.-W., of light for heavy steer 1888 T23 

Sunday Trains. 

Discubsed, recommendations concarning, etc 188^, 81 ; 1884, 42; 1885, 96 ; 1886 59 

Sqpremb Oourt Opinion. 

Algona,Y case, defining discretion of commissioners in ordering '* Y " 1892 896 

Oarpenter, D. J., Beloit, v. O., M. & St. P., what constitutes state commerce 1892 901 

Outler, G. L., Olarion, under farm crossing 1892 880 

Ft. Dodge V. O., R. I. & P. et al., rebuilding of Tara track 1892 879 

McDonald, Thomas, Bayard, under farm crossing case 1892 893 

Sunny Hill Alliance, Hartley, asking for site for coal house 1892 003 

Supreme court, decisions of in reference to orders of railroad commissioners dis- 
cussed 1892 21-39 

Decisions of in Oranger cases 1878 56 

Switch Track— see Spur Track. 

SWITCH, definition of, what constitutes 1890, 901, 922 ; 1891, 792 ; 1892, 768 ; 1894 310 

Switches, Interlocking— see Interlocking Sioitches. 

SWITCHING. 

Oharges for 1895 817 

Legislation recommended 1889, 38; 1891 43 

Less rate for greater number of cars switched 1888 667 

Regulations of commissioners concerning 1891 86S 

Schedule for, in Dubuque case established 1887, 740; 1889, 1034-1036 

OOMPLAINTg OONCSRNING. 

Advance Thresher Oo. V. O. & N.-W., refusal 1891 768 

Aultman, O. & Oo., Oedar Rapids, v. O. & N.-W., refusal and discrimination 1893 806 

Bannister Bros., Olinton, v. O., M. & St. P., refusal, car of wheat 1891 778 

Bigelow Bros., New Hampton, v. O. G. W., refusal 1894 281 

Oathcart & Woodruff, Oorrectionville, v. 111. Central et al 1804, 360 ; 1898 81 

C, Ft. M. & D. M. R*y Oo. v. St. L., E. & N. W. R'y Co.. exorbitant 1894 356 
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Oonant, Homer, Sheldon, ▼. Illinois Central et al., ref asal 1894 330 

Oorey Coal Co., Lebigh, ▼. Crooked Greek 1898 16 

Council Bluffs Water Works Co., ▼. O. & N.-Wm ezcessiye 1888 867 

Cunningham, T. A.., Clare, ▼. C, R. I. & P. et al., excessive 1890 880 

Cunningham, T. A , Clare, ▼. C„ B. A Q. and C, B. I. A; P., rehearing 1891 800 

Day & Sons, Minneapolis, ▼. Illinois Central, unreasonable charges for 1886 490 

Deaf Institute, Council Bluffs, ▼. C, B. I. & P., excessive 1891 798 

Dee Moines Linseed Oil Co. ▼. C, M. & St. P., refusal to 1897 158 

Des Moines Northern & Western B*y Co. V. C. & N.-W 1896 889 

Des Moines Oil Tank. Line Co. v. C. & N.- W., refusal, tank cars 1888 827 

Des Moines Street B. B. Co. ▼. C. A N.-W., exorbitant charges, rate fixed 1898 790 

Dubuque Board of Trade, ▼. Illinois Central et al., refusal to 1887 743 

Dissenting opinion by Commissioner Dey 1887 749 

Dubuque, fuel oil switching case 1889 1088 

Farmington Coal and Mining Co. ▼. C, B. I. & P., charges 1804 806 

Firmenich Mfg. Co , Marshalltown, ▼. Iowa Cent. & C. & N. W., refusal 1890 868 

Gould, E. E.. Gk>ldfield, V. B , C. B. & N., failure 1888 659 

Hambleton Milling Co. , Keokuk, ▼. C, B. 1. & P., discrimination 1804 358 

Hampton Milling Co., Hampton, ▼. Iowa Central, refusal 1890 807 

Heath, H. B. & Sons, Fort Dodge, ▼. 111. Cent., discrimination 1804 164 

Heath, H. B. & Sons, Fort Dodge, ▼. M. & St. L., at Sheldon. 1897 60 

Heaton Fuel Co., Council Bluffs, v. C. & N.-W., excessive charges 1888 667 

Jonescounty, supervisors of, v.C. A N.-W 1888 675 

Keokuk & W. B. B. Co. v. St. L., K. A N. W. et al., exorbitant charges 1889 994 

Lane, H D. & Co., Tama, v. C, M. & St. P., exorbitant rate 189S 854 

Little, E. J , Lima, Ohio, v. C, M. A St. P., refusal, cars of oil at Dubuque 1889 1038, 1036 

Lyons Paper Mill Co. V. C. & N.-W., excessive rates on coal 1898 865 

Maiden, T E., flianson, v. 111. Cent , exorbitant charges 1881 131 

Miller, A. H, Melbourne, V. C M & St. P., refusal to 1893 816 

Norwegian Plow Co,, Dubuque, V. 111. Cent., refusal to 1889 1037 

Oskaloosa Water Co., Oskaloosa, v. Central Iowa, excessive rates for 1886 690 

Ottumwa Iron Works, v. C, B. I. A P., excessive charges on coal 1891 767 

Bandall A Dickey, Des Moines, v. C. A N.-W., refusal oars of implements. 1888 837 

Scott, B. P., Goldfleld, V. B., C. B. & N., refusal 1896 54 

Bouthside Ice Co , Centerville. inquiry concerning 1898 51 

Swezey & Borman, Newell, V. 111. Cent., excessive rates 1888 539 

Talbott, D. H., Sioux City, v. C, M. A St. P., et al., excessive charges 1890 884 

Thompson, Watson, Clinton, V. C. & N.-W., refusal to 1888 668 

Townsend, E., Cedar Falls, V. 111. Cent , overcharge 1881 148 

Townsend, J. W., Keokuk, v. C, B. I. A P., discrimination in 1894 853 

Vincent, J. F., Des Moines, v. C, B. I. A P., cars to Union stockyards 1896 105 

Western White Bronze Co., Des Moines, v. C, B, I. & P., refusal 1805 192 

Wisconsin, Iowa A Nebraska B*y Co. v. C. A N.-W., refusal to 1884 530 

Wisconsin, Iowa A Nebraska v. Iowa Northern, refusal to, and forward 1886 559 

Wolff, P. A., Cedar Bapids, V. C. & N.-W., refusal to 1893 854 

Wylle, J . S., Davenport, v. C, M. A St. P., excessive charges 1890 901, 980 

TAKING UP TBACK— see Abcmdonment of Road, 
Tasllwts. 

Posting of, legislation recommended 1889 42 

Bullng of board, concerning postingof 1889 1099 

Tariff, Grangib— see Oranger Tariff. 

TAZitf, Taxation and Tax Aid. 

Discussion of law concerning 1884 88 

In aid of railroads, aiscussed 1884 82 

In aid of railroads to secure stations— see StaUont, 

Bich, Geo. L., Fort Dodge, v. Ft. Dodge A Ft. Bldgeley and M. A St. L. Bys 1888 580 

Returns to be made to railroad commissioners 1878 33 

Taxation of railroad property 1878 69 

Taxation of railroads discussed 1886 14 

21 
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Huse, 8. Em Ckx>n Rapids, t. O., M. & St. P., ezceislTe on short haul of coal ....<... 1887 723 
DIssentiiig opinion by OommlMioner Oey 1887 783 

Petition for establishment of at 1 cent per hundred 1889 1004 

Tbrbitobt, Division of, Bbtwbbb Roads- see Siitteellamecua; also, RaU9, 
Through Biluvg. 

Davenport, shippers of, v. B., C. R. A N.. et al., at West Liberty 1880 1088, 1067 

Through Ratrb, Prrorhtags of, allowed to local lines 1893 38 

Through Traiit Brrvior— see Train Servies. 

TlOKRTS. 

Bogart, G^rge, Shenandoah, v. O., R. I. & P., in honoring round-trip tickets.... 1890 939 

Burns, Thomas, Breda, v. 0. & N.-W., refund paid for but not issued 1898 216 

Byram, M. W., Fremont, ▼. Iowa Oent., discrimination In sale of round trip 1891 727 

Discrimination in sale of —see DiBcrimination, 

Grisell, A.. H., Menlo, v. O., R. I. & P., regulations concerning, limited 1890 986 

Tils Rath— see Bates. 

Tna FOR Loading and Unloading Oars— see Demwraoe, 

Toll Bridgr, Absorption of— see Bridge ToU. 

TONNAGB. 

Earnings, on state and interstate, decrease in for 1894, compared with 1893 1894 216 

East and west compared 1878 64 

From paint to point in Iowa as compared with total Iowa tonnage 1892 15-80 

Failure of com panies to report com modlty 1878 61 

Failure to separate for different states 1878 62 

In car loads and less than car loads, comparative amount in car 1893 33 

In Iowa, increase of 1890,86; 1891 4 

In Iowa, has reached its maximum 1883 32 

Local freight, percentage of in Iowa 1884 31 

Percentageof 1885 83 

Tool Ohbstb, Mbghanigs*. Transportation of as Baggagb— see Baoo(Hf^' 

TOPOGRAPHiOAL— Discussion of sle vatiou of railroads 1879 59-63 

Tracks, Spur, Oompulsort Operation of— see Spur Trcicka, 

Track, Taking Up— see Abandonment of Boad, 

Track Scales. 

Oalloway, Dr. P., Atlantic, v.O., R. I. A P 1895 233 

For weighing grain and live stock 1895xxxvli 

Sanders, W. B., Rolf e, v. 0. & N.-W., conditions necessary for securing 1892 851 

Traffic Pooling— see Pooling. 

Trains Blocking Strebts— see Obstructing Streets. 

Train Oonnbction— see Train Service. 

Trains Oarrting Passengers to be Stopped at Platform— see, also. Stopping 
Trains at Platforms. 

Trains, Speed of— see Speed o/ Trains 1889 987,1087 

Train Service— see, also. Stopping Trains al Platforms. 

Carriers required to furnish adequate and reasonable facilities 1891 810 

Obligation to furnish first-class service in consideration of aid received ....... . 1889 1007 

Restorationof on branch lines 1889 10 

Should be so arranged as to carry passengers to principal towns in forenoons and 

return in the afternoon 1891786, 810 

Discussion of through passenger and freight service 1898 6 

Train Service. Complaints Concerning. 

Afton, citizens of, v. O. G. W., insufficient mail service at Talmage 1896 36 

Albia, citizens of, v. Central Iowa, insufficient number of trains 1883 586 

Alden, F. E., Furry, V. 111. Cent., stopping fast train 1896 94 

Allen, J. F., Vinton, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for additional 1889 1081 

Aplington, citizens of, v. 111. Cent., re-establishment of night service, etc. 1893, 219; 1898 88 

Atalissa, citizens of, v. C, R. I. & P., stopping through trains '. 1897 76 

Aurora, citizens of, by H. J. Oris wold, Winthrop, v. C. O. W., better mail 1894 860 

Bay less, F.D., Elkader,v.C.,M. & St. P., insufficient 1889 1018 

Cascade, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., inadequate freight train service 1896 85 

Coin, W. E., Adair, of, v. O. & St. L., stopping fast train 1898 73 

Cone, citizens of, V. B., O. R. & N., stopping additional trains 1889 1014 
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Ctorning, citizens of, ▼. O., B. & Q.. stopping trains 1891,788; 1808 800 

Oozier, B. r. W., Indianola, ▼. O. & N.-W. et al., connection at Bheldahl 1887 787 

Oumming, citizens of, ▼. 0. O. W., additional train service 1806 184 

Dashlell, M. A„etal., Indianola, ▼. 0.,B. I. & P 1808 860 

Dayls, W. J., Harlan, ▼. O., B. I. & P., withdrawal of, on branch lines 1880 1008 

Defiance, citizens of, et al., v. O., M. & St. P., additional train 1888 783 

De Soto, Earlham, Dexter, citizens of^ v. O., B. I. & P., additional 1807 01 

Denison, citizens of, v. 0. &; N.-W., petition to stop fast train. 1808 733 

Dnnsmore, N . , Bockell, ▼. Oentf al Iowa, failure to stop at stations, etc 1888 S80 

Earlham, citizens of, ▼. O., B. I. & P . , petition to stop additional trains 1886 510 

Elkader, citizens of, T. O., M. &8t. P., on branch line 1807 07 

Falkenhamer, Oeo., Vinton, ▼. B., O. B. &; N 1808 66 

Forbes, Frank, Osage, v . 0., M. & St. P. et al., train connections 1888 684 

Qreen Bros., et al.. East Pern, ▼. O., O. W., insufBcient freight 1805 110 

Greenfield, Orient, Bridgewater, Fontanelle and Massena, citizens of, t. O., B. & 

Q., additional train service for branch line 1801 763 

Hancock, J. T. & Sons, Dubuque, ▼. O., G. W., passenger 1805 171 

Hosper, citizens of, v. O., St. P., M. & O., petition for night train service 1806 45 

Hoyt, O. N., Green Mountain, v. O. G. W., stopping train on signal 1807 116 

Hummer, George, Mercantile Oo., Iowa Olty, v. O., B. I. & P., insufficient 1804 . 316 

Jenlson, E. M., Ottumwa, v. Wabash, et al., between Ottumwa and Dee Moines.. 1895 180 

Jones, O. D., Independence, v. O., B. I. & P. and 111. Gent., insufficient. 1804 301 

Keosauqua, citizens of, V. O., B. I. & P., petition for 1800 875 

Klrkpatrlck, J. W., Wyoming, v. 0. & N.-W., carrying passengers on freight trains 1807 151 

Enowles, W. F. , James, v. O., St. P., M. & O., petition for local 1803 138 

Enowles, W. F., James, v. 111. Gent., et al , Le Mars to Sioux Olty 1885 572 

Latty, citizens of, v. B., 0. B. & N., passenger train 1887 688 

Leimknehler, Frank, Moscow, v. O . , B. I. & P . , additional trains 1893 817 

Marble Bock, F. E. Gates, mayor of, v. B., O. B. A N., stopping train at small 

station 1808 96 

Masonville, J. W. Turley of, v. 111. Gent, stopping through train 1808 45 

McOaulsburg, John P. Snnde et al., of, v. Iowa Central, branch line train service 1836 40 

McDougall, D. J., etal., Arcadia, v.O. & N.-W., insufficient 1884 517 

MUo, Lacona, Ackworth, Ohariton, V. C., B. & Q 1806 164 

Mt. Ayr and citizens of Binggold county v. 0., B. A Q., inadequate 1880 1004 

Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Dey 1889 1008 

Mt. Ayr, citizens of, v. C, B. & Q., letter from attorney-general concerning 1893 848 

Murphy, D. D., Elkader, v. O., M. & St. P., Improved 1893 864 

Numa and Oenterville, citizens of, v. 0., B. I. & P., additional 1891 761 

Olinger, William, Thayer, V. C, B. & Q., addltlooal 1894 865 

Panama and Persia et al., citizens of, v. 0., M. & St. P., additional 1892 783 

Persia, citizens of, et al., v. C, M. & St. P., additional 1898 783 

Pleasanton, citizens of, v. D. M. & E. O., additloaal 1893 139 

Prlnty, H. 0., Center Point, v. B., C. B. & N.. addltloaal 1892 748 

Beynard, Joseph S., et al., Creston, v. C, St. P. & K. O. and C, B. & Q., additional 

at Afton Junction 1898, 779; 1893 136 

Buchte, A., Dubuque, V. C, M. & St. P., on Volga branch 1398 80 

Budd, citizens of, v. C, M. & St. P., stopping fast train, 1891, 177; rehearing 1895 115 

Sandusky, citizens of, v. St. L , E. & N. W., stopping fast train 1894 866 

Santiago and Berwick, citizens of, v. C, St. P. & E. C, additional 1898 787 

Scott, J. H., MedlapoUs, v. B. & N. W., train to carry passengers 1898 849 

Seamans, H. W., Clinton V. B., C. B. A; N., Insufficient 1890 945 

Shannon City, J. E. Ewing et al. of, v. C. G. W., stopping fast train 1806 50 

Sloan, citizens of, V. S. C. & P., additional 1880 1078 

^noke, D. H , et al., Durant, V. C, B. I. & P., insufficient 1806 146 

Talmage, citizens of, v. C. G. W., insufficient mall service 1806 36 

Tiffin and 16 other cities and towns on C, B. I. & P., additional 1801 808 

Turkey Biver Branch C, M. &; St. P 1808 80 

Volga Branch C, M. &; St. P 1806 80 

Waukon, citizens of , V. C, M. &; St, P., additional 1808 738 

Wehde,D.C, Berwick, v. C. G. W., stopping certain train 1806 130 
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Weetgate» B. B. Robinson of, ▼. C. O. W., stopping fast train 1896 SS 

White, Oeorge F., Low Moor, v. O. & N.-W., additional 1889 1087 

Whiting, city of, v. 8. O. & P., stopping fast train 1896 43 

Whitmore, Frank, Osceola, v. 0«, B. & Q., insufficient passenger 1887 708 

Whitney, W. O., Whiting, ▼. 8. O. & P., stoi^ping trains. 1806 80 

Weihle, William B., ▼. O., M. & St. Pm from McGregor 1885 508 

Wilson, F. M., Templeton, v. O., M. & 8t. P., stopping of "flyer" 1893, 248; 1894 179 

Yorkshire, citizens of, et al., ▼. O., M. &; St. P., additional 189S 783 

Tbakps 1878 46 

Tranbtib and Tbawbfeb Faoiutiss, Ohahgss, Bto.— see, also, Wyea, 

Baggage, passenge r or freight, disousslon of law concerning 1884 78-79 

Fogg, J. Leland, Oedar Bapids, ▼. 0., M. &8t. P., et al., charges 1892 846 

Fayette county, citizens of, ▼. 0., M. & St. P., at Donnan Junction 1887 706 

Harris & Oole Bros., Oedar Falls, ▼. 0. & N.-W., 111. Oent., O., B. & Q., O., St. P. A 
K. 0. and H. & S., petition for transfer for less than carload freight in O'Brien 

county, near Afton, and in Blnggold county 1889 996 

Lieser, I. M., Abbott, ▼. B., 0. B. & N., failure to furnish 1880 138 

Louden Machinery company, Fairfield, t. O., B. A Q. and O. O. W., at Afton 1893 167 

Miller, Jay D., Ida Orove, v. 0., M. A St. P., et al., petition for at crossing 1887 755 

Nelson, Oley, et al., v. O. &; N.-W. and 0., M. & St. P., at Sheldahl 1883 686 

Beynard, J. 8., Oreston, v. 0., B. & Q. and O. O. W., at Afton Junction 1883 136 

Bodifer, J- W., Oouncil Bluffs, ▼. O. & N.-W., protest against requiring transfer of 

coal at Junction 1879 39 

Waldo Sb Thomley, Woodward, v. O., B. I. & P. et al., at Junction 1897 122 

Trakspobtation FAOHiiTias pob Ooaii— see, also, FaUure to FumUh Ccurs, 

Tbanspobting Fbbight— see Be/iwol to Receive and Forward Freiglit, 

TBAirSPOBTATlOir FbBS POB OOMMISBIOiriBS AND SlOBBTABT, see, alSO, lMW% ... 1878 83 

Tbayiling MflN*BoSAMPiiB OASES— see Baaoaae, 

Tbbspasbino on Tbaok, Danoib or 1891 841 

TuCKBR, HoBAOB, O. F. A. III. Oent., on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1886 621 

UN DEB 0BOB8ING— see Croasing, 
Unifobmitt of Bailboad Agcountb— see Accounts, 

Unifobm OiiABSiFiOATiON, discussed 1887 4 

Union Dbpotb— see, also, StaHom and JoMt Staliona, 

At junction points, discussed and recommended 1884 42,78,82 

Discussion of, by L. S. Ooffin '. 1883 80 

Liabilities of companies using same 1884 82 

Lf'glslation recommended 1889,40:1891 44 

OOMPLAIBTTS OONOBBNINO. 

Adams county, citizens of, v. 0., 8t. P. & K. 0., et al., petition, near Afton 1888 747 

Oouncil Bluffs, city of, v. all entering railways, petition for 1892 800 

Oouneil Bluffs, citizens of, various lines, petition for 1886 570 

Des Moines, unsafe condition of 1898 11 

Harrison Twp., Mahaska Oo., citizens of, ▼. B. & W. and O. & N.-W., petition 1887 704 

Keokuk, city of, v. C, B. I. &; P., et al., petition for 1886 612 

Dissenting opinion by Oommissioner Ooffin 1886 617 

Ledyard V. B., O. B. & N. and 0. & N.-W 1898 38 

Morning Sun, citizens, v. B., 0. B. & N., et al., petition for 1888 726 

Ottumwacase 1887 680 

Wheatland case 1887 766 

Unit of Batbs, the car load— see, also, Caur Load RaUe 1880 182 

Unjust Dibobiiiination— see DtBcriminalion, 

Unsafe Oondition of Beudgb— see Bridges, Unsafe Condition of. 

UNS4FB Oondition of Bo ad. 

Barnes, A.. B , Albia, v. Albia & Oent 1892 730 

Bristow, citizens of, v. 0. 0. W., of Sumner & Hampton branch 1892 764 

Oochran, M., Oasis, V. B., O. B. & N 1881 134 

Edwards, N. W., Moulton, v. St. L., E. O. & N 1880 64 

Employes, committee of, ▼. O. &8t. L 1892 753 

Hotchkiss, A. C, Adel, v. D. M. A N. W 1892 CT 848 

Easson, L. J., Des Moines, v. Iowa Oent.. 1886 563 

Sumner & Hampton branch on O. G. W 1892 834 
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Actual present cash, of road and equipment, letters concerning 1887 181- U7 

Letter of W. O. Purdy, vice-president 0., R. I. & P. B'y Oo., and discussion 188841, 44-46 

Present cash, of railroad property 1838 661 

Of rai Iroads as compared with other property 1878 66 

Viaducts. 
Oity council, by laws of Iowa, given full control and Jurisdiction over the streets, 

alleys and public grounds of the city 1893 15S 

Commissioners have no authority to order, where no street exists 1898 777 

Conditions of in various cities 1894 160 

Expense not a factor in protecting life at crosUags ... 1886 866 

Jurisdiction of commissioners over, appellate or supervisory in Its nature 1833 162 

Objections of abutting property owners relatively unimportant as bearing upon 

the public safety and convenience 1893 163 

Plans for construction must provide for closing street over railroad 1894 166 

Bights of public to viaduct, expense not to be considered 1886 566 

Complaints Cociobbning. 

Cedar Riipids, city of, v. B., C. B. & N. et al., petition for across Avenue A 1888 742 

Cedar Bapids, city of, v. various railways, petition for 1891 801 

Uavenport, Charles Francis, engineer, v. C, M. & St. P., petition for 1894 304 

Das Moines, Iowa, la matter of, on Ninth street 1888,733; 1894 143 

Des Moines, in matter of , on Seventh street 1888 786 

Des Moines, plans for, on Seventh street, approved 1889 1079 

Des Moines, city of, v. various railways, petition for, on Ninth street 1893 149 

Fort Dodge, city of, v. C, B. I. & P. and M. & St. L., petition for 1892 802 

McGregor, city of, V. C, M. & St P., over-crossing on highway 1889 1009 

Neola, < itizens of, v. 0., B. I & P. and C, M & St P., petition for 1892 806 

Oikaloosa, city of, V. C, B. I. & P., petition for 1893 768 

Walnut, citizens of, v C, B. I &; P. , petition for overhead crossing 1889 979 

Violation op Contract— see Contrcbct. 

WABEHOUSE SiTBS-see Sites. 

Wabbhousxs, Public, should be established 1895 xxxvi 

Wabbhousb, Usi of Cabs fob— see Demurrage. 

Warming Cabs— Discussion of.... 1887,56; 1890,6; 1898 4 

Wabs, Batb— see Rate Wars. 

Wateb, Ovbrflow, Drainagb, Back Watbb, Etc.— see Overflow, Drainage. 

Watbb Boutbs for east-bound freights, effects on rates 1879 70 

Watibbbd Stock— see, also. Capitalization and Stock Watering. 

Discussion of 1881,83; 1883,31; 1886,66; 1887 61-58 

Earnings of, 1874 to 1888 1891 86,37 

Increase of, by C, B. I. &; P 1880 178 

Increase of, by C, B. & Q 1880 178 

Legislative control in Issuance of 1880 179 

Watbbwat, Obstruction of— see Obatruction and Overflow. 

Watt, Jambs, letter of, on maintenance of car load rates 1885 47 

Wbighing Association, Wbstbbn, rules to govern shipments 1805 2i8 

Whistling at Highway Cbossings— see Stock KiOed, CroaHng, Highioav. 

Wholes ALB and Bbt ail Batbs— see, also, Car Load Rates .... 1880 181 

Wholbsalb Housbs, Numbsb in Iowa— see Johhers. 

WiOKBB, H. C, trafBo manager C. & N.- W., on reduction of Iowa corn rates 1888 621 

Wybs. 

Discussion and legislation recommended , 1889 40 

Laws concerning, imperative and compulsory 1882, 429 ; 1887 754 

Legislation recommended 1891 44 

Will not be ordered unless required for commercial reasons 1893 171 

Complaints Ooncbbnino. 

Adams county, citizens of. v. C, B. & Q , petition for near Af ton 1888 747 

Algona, citizens of, V. C, M. & St. P., petition for 18891056-1058 

Algona, citizens of, V. C. & N.-W. et al., petition for 1890 8J3 

A twood. What Cheer Stove Co. v. C, B. I. & P. et al., petition for 1897 139 

Bevington, D. M. & E. C. V. C, B. I. & P 1897 20 
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WTis-CofiMnued— 

Bllllngi, E., Ogden, ▼. M. & St. L. andO. & N.-W., at Ogden 188S 586 

Brown. M. O. et. al., Waterloo. ▼. 0. G. W. et al 1897 39 

Badd, H. J. KnozTille, ▼. O. & N.- W. and 0., B. & Q., transfer track 1881 580 

Burt, C. Jm Dubuque, ▼. 0., M. & St. P. and O. & A.-W., at Olinton 188S 539 

Oarnf orth. What Oheer StOTe Ck>., ▼. 0., B. I. & P. et al 1897 189 

Central Iowa Goal Oo., Dee Molnee, ▼. D. M. A Ft. D. et al., petition for 1884 514 

Oox Sb Klrker, Deep Biyer, ▼. O., B. £. & P. and O. & N.- W., at crossing 1881 591 

Diagonal, citisens of, ▼. 0., St. P. & K. O. and H. & B., petition for 1889 1083 

Fayette county, citizens of, ▼. O., M. & St. P. et al., at Donnon Junction 1887 706 

Geddings, O. 8., Kelly, ▼. O. & N. - W., refusal to transfer cars at Bheldahl 1886 530 

Heana, J. Q , Qoldfleld, ▼. O. & N.-W 1882 488 

Henry, W. G., et al., Bmmetsburg, ▼. B., O. B. & N. and O., M. & St. P 1888 588 

Lawrence, 0. 8., Manning ▼. O. & N.-W. and O., Bf. &Bt. P 1885 566 

Lehlgb, Samuel McOlure, ▼. M. 0. & Ft. D. et al 1897 36 

Lieser, I. M.. Abbott, T. B., 0. B. & N., petition for 1880 136 

Lieser et al., Abbott, ▼. B., O. B. & N. and Central Iowa, for establishment of ... . 1882 488 

LohryiUe, Patten, M. T. of, ▼. O. & N.-W., application for 1896,25; 1897 19 

McCk>y, H. O., Algona, t. 0., M & St. P. and O. A N.- W., at croesing 1885 548 

Miller, J. D., Ida Grove, ▼. O., M. & St. P. et al., petition for 1887 755 

Ossian, citizens of, t. B., O. B. & M. and 0., M. & St. P., petition for 1892 768 

Bichardson, G. H., Belmond, ▼. Central Iowa and B., C. B. &; N., at croesing 1884 579 

Bobinson, C. W., Dubuque, t. C. Sl N.- W. and 111. Cent., at Webster City 1888 539 

Bock Bapids, citizens of, ▼. 111. Cent, et al., for transfer track 1892 788 

Seymour, citizens of, ▼. C, M. & St. P., et al., for transfer track 1892 738 

Shannon City, citizens of, T. C. G. W 1896 33 

Smith. B. H.. Holstein, v. C. & N.-W. et al.. at Correction ville 1888 688 

Sutherland and Paullina, citizens of, v. C. A N.-W., et al 1887 754 

Sutherland and Paulllna, citizens of, ▼. C. 8c N.- W., et al., order for 1888 745 
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CONNECTIONS-see Wyes. 
T. M. C. A. SBOBKTABns, reduced rates for 1898 854 
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SEE TOPICAL INDEX FOR INDEX TO ALL VOLUMES— 1878 TO 1898 

INCLUSIVE. 



PAOS 

ABBOTT, John Leverton of, t. Iowa Cent., refusal to allow cars to leave line 86 
ACXTIDVNTS TO PBRSOMB IN lOWA 179 

AOOIDXNTB, law concerning the reporting of, repealed 6 

AoTUAii Pbssbnt Cash Valub or BaiijBOADs 115 

Adaib, W. E., Ooin, ▼. O. & St. L., stopping fast train 73 

Adaza, M. M. Reding, et al., v. D. M. N. &, W., petition for small depot 35 

Additional Dnpot Gbounds— see CondenmaMon Proceedings, 
AONNT, petitions for— see Station Facilities, 

AiB Brakes IN Iowa 4 

AiiBiA & Obntxbyillb BAUiWAT, condensed report of 183 

Albta, Skeen A Zook of, v. O., B. A Q., application of Iowa rates to all Iowa shipments 74 

AxMXANDBB, H. J. and J. Elemme of, t. Iowa Oent., failure to furnish cars for coal 90 

AiiOONA, Baymond & Raymond of, v. B., O. R. & N., highway crossing at grade 64 

Algona, J. O. Raymond, county attorney, of, v. O. & N.-W., opening highway crossing 76 

AiiGONA, J. O. Raymond, county attorney, of. ▼. 0. & N.-W., failure to open highway 

crossing 71 

AiiGONA, N. A. Pine by J. 0. Raymond of, ▼. O., M. & St. P., under farm crossing 48 

Ambs & OoiiLBOx Railway, condensed report of 183 

Andbbson, F., road supervisor, Dawson, v. O., M. & St. P., rights of parties at highway 

crossings 64 

Abmstbonq, petition for site for elevator at, by G. F. Thomas, Swea Oity 57 

Assbts and Liabilitibs, current 148, 149 

Atohison, Topbka & Santa Fb, condensed report of 184 

Automatic Oouplbbs in Iowa 4 

Avon, N. L. Gooch of, v. O. & N. -W., overcharge on emigrant movables 51 

BAGGAGE, storage charges on— see Storctge Charges, 
Baglbt, J. E. Daviseof, v. O., M. & St. P., open farm crossing 76 

Baglbt, Josiah Martin of, v. C, M. & St. P , farm crossing with cattle guards 50 

Babnbs Oity, Caster & Briggs of, v. B., O. R. & N., window broken in transit 89 

Bbaoh, W. H., Goldfield, v. C. A N.-W. et al., refusal of omnibus privileges 8T 

Bbok, Job., Marcus, v. 111. Cent., loss of coal in transit 94 

Bbybrs, Mbs. J. W., Hull, V. C, M. & St P., cow killed ... 69 

BiSMABCK, F. R. Campbell of, v. C, M. & St. P., calf killed 69 

Bonds and Stocks Ownbd by Bailboad Companibb 110, 111 

Bonded Indbbtbdnbbb of Railboads 103-109 

BooNB Valley Railway, condensed report of 186 

Boutilibb, H. N., Brltt, v. C, M. & St. P., removal of coal sheds 60 

Boyd, H. E., Malcom, v. C, R. I. & P., failure to move coal promptly 91 

Bbakes, AIR, IN Iowa 4 

Bbanch Line Tbain Sbbviob, on C, M. & St. P., Volga branch 30 

Bbbda, Bruning Bros, of, v. C. & N.-W., failure to furnish cars 58 

Bbedow, p.. Maxwell, v. C, M. & St. P., depot platform at Luana 35 

Bhidgbs, Trbstlxs, Highway, Railway and Fabm Cbossings 158 

Bbidgxs, Wooden, replaced by Iron and btone 4 

Bbitt, H. N., Boutilier of, v. C, M. ^ St. P , removal of coal sheds, etc 60 

Bbuning Bros., Breda, v. C. & N.-W., failure to furnish cars 58, 92 

Bbuntsing, a. £., H all, v. C. M. & St. P.. calves killed on crossing 52 
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BuOKiiBT, Daniil, New Hampton, ▼. O. G. W., nnllt condition of highway rroesing 77 

BuRiiivoTOir, OvDAB Bapim & NORTHVBN Bailwat, condensed report of . . . 186 

Bumluoton & NOBTHWSSTSBN Bailwat. condensed report of 290 

BuRi^niOTON A WnTBRHJtAHiWAT, condensed report of 881 

Oampbbll, F. Bm Bismarck, v. O., M. &. St. P., calf.killed 69 

Capital Btook or Bailboads in Iowa 101, IDS 

Gab MiiiBAOB, Iowa 165 

entireline 169 

OABBOiiL, F. B. Weston of, ▼. 0. N.-W., overcharge on shipment of hay 50 

Oabboix, T. K , Plalnileld, ▼. 111. Oent., overcharge on shipment of coal 93 

Oars and Looomoti ybr, owned and leased by railway companies 160-161 

O A B8, ] igh ting and he ati ng of 4 

OASBS CliOSBD bt Oobbbspondbbob 33 

Castbb & Bbioob, Barnes Oity, t. B., 0. B. & N., window broken in transit. 89 

Oathoabt a Woodbubt, OorrectionTille, ▼. 111. Oent., excessiye switching charges 81 

Oattlb-ouabdb at Fabm Obobbiiios— see CrossingSt Farm. 

Obdab FaIjLB, Townsend & Merrill of, v. 111. Oent., termination of lease for warehoase. . . 26 

OBRTSBYUxie, B. F. Eendig, road supervisor of, v. Iowa Oent., undergrade highway 

crossing 78 

OiiNTXRYiLLT, Iowa, interlocking switch at 30 

Gbmtbbyilli, Bouthside Ice company of, switching rates, and time allowed for unloading 

cars 51 

Ohioago & Nobth-Wbbtbbr Bailwat, condensed report of 202 

Chicago, Bublington A Eabbas Citt Bailwat, condensed report of 191 

Chicago, Bublinoton & Quinct Bailboad, condensed report of.. . . 188 

Chicago, Fobt Madibon A Dbs Moinbb Railway, condensed report of ^. . 194 

Chicago Gbxat Wsstbbn Railway, condensed report of 195 

Chicago, Iowa & Dakota Railroad, condensed report of 196 

Ohioago, Milwaukxb A St Pual Railway, condensed report of 198 

Chicago, Rock Islavd & Paoipic Railway, condensed report of 210 

Chicack), St. Paul, Mirrsapolib & Omaha Railway, condensed report of 205 

Ooalpobt, petition of W. C. Smith et al., for sidetrack at, on C, B. & Q 27 

Coin, W. E. A.dair of, ▼. O. & St. L., stopping fast train 73 

CoifPLAiNTS, investigation of by board 7 

OONDBMNATIOR PbOCRRDIRGS POR ADDITIONAL DRPOT GbOUNDB— 

Davenport, by the O , R. I. & P 77 

EldridgeJunction, by C, M. &St. P. Ry 60 

lowaOlty, byC, R. I. &P • fi2 

Waverly, by Waverly Short line 31 

OONDRNSRD RRTUBNB or RAILBOAD OOMPANIRS 99 

Condition or Roads IN Iowa 4 

Congrb Station, obstructing street of, by standing train on 0. G. W 80 

Connections pob Tbains— see Train Connections. 

CoNSTRncnoN or Nbw Linxs in Iowa 6 

Coon Rapids, citizens of, v. C, M. &. St. P., condition of stock yards 53 

Coon Rapids, Frank Roberts of, v. C, B. & Q., overcharge on account overweight 83 

Cobby Coal Co., Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek, discrimination in switching charges 16 

Cobrrctionvillb, excessive switching charges at, on 111. Cent. ; complaint of Oathcart & 

Woodruff 81 

Cost or Road and Equipment 114 

Couplers, automatic, in Iowa 4 

Crooked Creek Railroad, condensed report of 207 

Crossings, Farm, number of 158 

Crobsing, Farm— 

Davise, J. K , Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., open farm crossing 76 

Kendall, J. F., Fredericksburg, v. C. G. W., under grade 89 

Martin, Joslah, Bagley, v. C, M. & St. P., with cattle guards 50 

Phlpps, Albert S., Farragut, v. C, B. & Q., petition for open 15 

Pine, N. A., by J. O. Raymond, Algona, v. C, M. & St. P., under grade 48 

Stanton, Franklin, Shenandoah, v. O. & St. L., bad condition of 75 

Willson, Isaac, Henderson, v. C, B. & Q., open crossing 63 
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PAGB 
0B0SSING8, HlOHWAT, disCUSSiOQ Of 7 

Number of 158 

What complaint concerning opening of streets oyer railroads should show .< 42 

OBossnro. Hiohwat— 

Anderson, F., road supervisor, Dawson, t. O., M. & St. P., concerning rights of parties 64 

Buckley, Daniel, New Hampton, v. 0. G. V7., unfit condition of 77 

Eendig, B. F. , road supervisor, Oenterville, v. Iowa Cent , under 78 

Raymond & Raymond, Algona, v. B., 0. R. & N., at gra^e 64 

Raymond, J. O., county attorney, Algona, v. O. & N.- W., failure to open 76 

Raymond, J. 0., county attorney, Algona, v. O. & N. -W., failure to open 71 

Rockwell Oity, town of, t. D. M., N. & W., opening street crossing 47 

Sprague, J. F. et al., Russell, v. 0., B. & Q , what complaint should show 42 

Orossinos, Railway, number of - 158 

CUARBNT ASSBTS AND LlABUilTIBS 148,149 

r\ VMAGES ON AOOOUNT OF DELAY IN SHIPMENT8-see Delay. 
'^ Damaob to Gk)oi>8 IN Transit— see Lost ifln TransH. 

Dakbt BiiOOK OoAL Oo., Darbyville, t. O., M. & St. P., failure to furnish cars 93 

DABBTYiiiLB, the Darby Block Ooal Oo. of, v. C, M. &; St. P., failure to furnish cars, 93 

Daybnpobt, interlocking switch at 31 

Uondemnation of depot grounds at, by O., R. I. & P . 77 

David, Scholtes & Poorte of, v. Win. & Wes., petition for agent 55 

Dayisb, J. E., Bagley, v. O , M. & St. P., open farm crossing 76 

Dawson, F. Anderson, road supervisor of, v. O., M, & St. P., concerning highway crossings 64 

Decisions of Oommissionbbb 9 

Dbgisions or Iowa Supbbmb Court, digest of 225 

DbCISIONS OF INTBRSTATB OOMMBRGB OOMMISSION, digest of .•■ 263 

Dbfiangb, Warren Reams of, v. 0„ M. & St. P., failure to furnish cars for potatoes 91 

DEriciTS FROM Opbration, Iowa 119 

Deficits FROM Opbration, entire line 122 

DEIilY— 

Rhodes, A., Rhodes, v. C, M. & St. P., in receiving butter shipments 74 

Demurrage, when it should obtain 51 

Depots, union— see Union Depots, 

Dipot, petition for— see Station Fadlittes. 

Depot Pacilitibs— see Station Foctiities. 

Depot Grounds, condemnation of —see Condemnation Proceedings. 

Dbpot Accommodations at Dbs Bf oinbs, order of commissioners 11 

Dvs MoiNBS, Dorr Cattle Co. of, v. D. M., N. & W., refusal to furnish cars for slop feed.... 84 

Des Moines, Northebn & Wbstern Railway, condensed report of 207 

DBS Moines Union Railway, condensed report of. 210 

Dbs Moinbs, order of commissioners, concerning union depot at 11 

Detention of Propbrtt for Ohargbs. T. B. Powers, Scranton, v. C. & N.-W 41 

Digest of Decision of Supreme Oourt of Iowa 225 

Interstate com merce commission 263 

Dibbotors, officers and mileage of railway companies 181 

Discrimination in Furnishing Cars— see Failure to Furnish Cars. 
Discrimination . 

Corey Ooal Co., Lehigh, v. Crooked Creek, in switching charges, etc 16 

Shinnon, Thomas, Rolf e, v. C, R. I. & P., in stock rates to Chicago 79 

Dividends on Stock, Iowa table 118 

entire line 122 

Doblbb. W. L., Vail, v. 0. A; N.-W., heifer killed on right of way 65 

Dorr Cattle Co., Des Moines, v. D. M., N. & W., refusal to furnish cars for slop feed 84 

Drake, W. D,etal., Evanston, v. M. 0. & Ft. D., petition for depot 36 

Dubuqub & Sioux City Railroad, condensed report of : . . 208 

EARNINGS IN lOWA 124-127 
Earnings, entire line 128-130 

Bast Peru, A. R. Simmons of, inquiry whether right of way fence should be hog- tight 78 

Eldridge Junction, condemnation of depot grounds at, by 0., M. & St. P. Ry 60 

Elevator Sites— see Sites. 
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BiiM 8PBUI08, cltlMns ot ▼. Om M. ft St. P. By., depot accommodations for freight 72 

Bmplotbb AND Bai«abt OT, entire lines 1S7 

BMPLOTB8 IN Iowa, number and salary of 158-167 

EHGiiras, capacity of Increased In Iowa 4 

BiiGiHns, fire set by-HMe FUr$$ Set by Eno1iM9, 

BQUIPMUIT AND BOAD, cost Of 114 

Byanbton, W. D. Drake, et al. of . ▼. M. O. ft Ft. D., petition for depot 3ft 

ExPNNsas, operating— see OperaUno Expenaee, 
BxpBMs Ohabonb and Bboulations— 

Lambing, W. W., West Liberty, ▼. United States Express Oo., regulations concerning 

shipments of live hogs 95 

Scott, O. B., Peterson, t. United States Express Ck>., overcharge on. gun 42 

OOMPANINS, regulation of 8 



FAILUBE TO Furnish Oabs— 

Brunlng Bros., Breda, ▼. 0. ft N -W., for grain 58, 92 

Oorey Ooal Oo., Lehigh, v. Crooked Greek, discrimination In 16 

Darby Block Ooal Co., Darbyvllle, ▼. O., M. ft St. P., for coal shipments 98 

Dorr Oattle Oa, Des Moines, v. D. M. N. ft W., refusal to furnish for slop feed 84 

Farley, J. M., Whlttemore, ▼. O., M ft St. P., discrimination In furnishing cars for 

shipment of hay , 44 

Hayton ft Pearson, Plerson, ▼. O. ft N.-W., failure to furnish cars 92 

Klem me, fl. J. and J., Alexander, V. Iowa Oent., for coal 90 

Olson, B. ft Co.. Swea Olty, ▼. B., O. B. ft N., for grain 92 

Beams, Warren, Defiance, v. O., M ft St. P., for potatoes 91 

Southall ft Sons, Plerson, T. O. ft N.-W., for grsln 92 

Wedgewood ft Oo., Storm Lake, t. 111. Oent , refusal to furnish cars for Minneapolis. 85 

FAiRPiNiiD, John flupp by E. B. Smith of, t. O., B. I. ft P.. overcharge on live stock 73 

Falknnhambb, Oso., Vinton, v. B., O. B. ft N., train connections, passengers on freight 

trains 86 

Farlnt, J. M., Whlttemore, ▼. 0., M. ft St. P., discrimination In furnishing cars for hay 

shipments 44 

Farm Obossinos— see CroMings, Farm. 

Faemington, W. H. Gentner, of • v. 0. B. ft E. O., cars for live poultry 49 

Fabraout, Albert 8. Phlpps of, v. 0., B. ft Q , petition for open farm crossing 15 

Fast Trains, freight and passenger 6 

stopping at small towns— see Train Service, 

Fbngbs, right of way, should they be hog-tight 78 

Fbncino— • 

Gray, James, Ira, v. O. G. W., failure to repair 82 

Porter, W. S., Orient, V. O., B. ft Q, failure to fence 69 

Simmons, A. B., East Peru, inquiry : should right of way fence be hog-tight? 78 

FirIbs Skt bt Bnginbb— 

Neveln, O. H. , Parkersbnrg, v. 111. Oent. Bd. Oo., meadow burned 79 

" FiiTiRS " stopping at small towns— see Train Service, 

Frkderioksburg, J. F. Kendall of, v. O. O. W., closing undergrade farm crossing 89 

Freight Haulbd, commodities named, In Iowa 170-172 

entirellne 173-176 

Freight Sebviob on Through Trains 5 

Frbioht Sbrviob— 

Gentner, W. H., Farmlngton, v. O. B. ft E. O., for poultry 49 

Freight Trains, passenger service on— 

Falkenhamer, Geo., Vinton, v. B., 0. B. & N 66 

Fuel OONSUMBD bt Locomotives IN Iowa 177 

GATES, F. E., mayor of Marble Bock, v. B., O. B. ft N., stopping through train 96 

Gbntdeb, V7. H., Farmlngton, v. O. B. ft E. O., cars for live poultry 49 

Gbbmania, The Geo. Wells Bank of, v. B., O. B. & N., overcharge on grain 56 

GiiBNWOOD, O. B. Knowles of, v. 0., B. ft Q., overcharge on shipment of cow 53 

GOLDriELD, B. P. Scott of, V. B., O. B. ft N., refusal to switch 54 

GoLDFiEiiD, W. H. Beach of, v. O. ft N.-W., refusal omnibus privileges 87 
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PAOS 

Gk>OGH, N. L., Ayon, v . 0. & N .-W., overcharge on emigrant movables 51 

Goods Damagbd m Tbanbit— see Loit in TrcMsU, 

Gradvb, redaction of In Iowa i 

Gb4T, JaSm Ira, ▼. O. G. W., failure to repair fencing 88 

HATTON & PEARSON, Plerson, ▼. 0. & N.-W. By., failure to furnish cars for grain. . . . 92 

Hbatino AND Lighting Oabs 4 

HaiTDBBSON, I. Wilson of, v. O., B. & Q., petition for open farm crossing 63 

Highway Obobsivgb— see OroM<fi08, Hiohway. 

HiLL*s Siding, petition for depot at, on B., 0. B. & N 67 

Hogs, LiYS, shipment of by express, regulations concerning 05 

Hog-tight Finobs, Is It the duty of railway companies to construct 78 

HOLLSNBBOK, Mrs. E. A. Wesley of, ▼. O. & N.-W., storage charges on baggage 71 

HOBNADAT, O. A., Udell, v. O., M. & St. P., overcharge on hay press 88 

HuIjL, Mrs. J. W. Beyers of, v. O., M. & St. P., claim for cow killed 68 

Huiiii, A. E. Bruntslng of, v. 0., M. & St. P., calves killed on farm crossing 52 

Hupp, John, by B. R. Smith, Fairfield, v. O., B. I. A P.. overcharge on live stock • 7S 

INCOME AOGOUNTFOB lOWA 116,117, 118 
INOOMB ACOOUNV FOB ENTIBS LiNB 180-122 

INOOMB, miscellaneous 112 

T NDIX TO ALL VOLUMBS OT OOMMISSIONBBS* BBPOBTS 

Inspection OF Bailboads BT OoMMissiONBRS 7 

INTBBBST Paid ON Bailboad Indbbtbdnbss 103-109 

iNTBBLOOKiNG SwiTCHBS IN lowA, advantages of, discussed 5 

Intbblookino Switohbs— 

Oentervllle, on E. & W. and 0, B. I. & p. railways 30 

Davenport, on B., O. B. & N. and O., B. I & P. railways 31 

Malvern, onO., B. &;Q. andO. & St. L. railways 32 

Melbourne, on 0. O. W. and Iowa Oent. railways 32 

Intbbstatb Oommbbcb Aot, decision of U. S. circuit court Involving long and short haul 

clause 248 

Intbbstatb Oommission, digest of decisions of 263 

INVISTIOATIONS MADI BT BOABD 7 

Iowa Centbal Bailw AT, condensed report of 211 

IowaNorthbbn Bailw at, condensed report of 212 

IBA, James Gray of, V. O. O. W., failure to repair fence . 82 
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ENNINGS, FOBBBST, Bose Hill, v. O., B. I. & P. et al., overcharge on live stock 43 

Johnson Oountt, citizens of, v. B., 0. B. & N., depot at Hill's Siding 67 



KANSAS OITY, ST. JOSEPH & OOQNOIL BLUFFS BAILBOAD, condensed report of. 192 

Kendall, J. F., Fredericksburg, v. O. G. W., under farm crossing 89 

Kendig, B. F., road supervisor, Oentervllle, v. Iowa Oent., under grade highway crossing. 78 

Keokuk & Wbstebn Bailhoad, condensed report of 21^ 

Klemme, H. J. and J., Alexander, v. Iowa Oent , failure to furnish cars for coal shipments 90 

Knowles, O. B., Glen wood, v. O., B. & Q., overcharge on shipment of cow 53 

Kossuth Oountt, citizens of, v. 0. & N.-W. et al., union depot near Ledyard 38 

LADOB^, Whltlock & Fields of, v. O., B. I. &; P„ refusal to allow cars to go off the line.. 82 
Lambing, W. W., West Liberty, v. U. S. Exp. Oo., regulations concerning shipment of 

live hogs 95 

Law Bkquiring Bepobts to be Made 3 

Law OONOEBNING BePORTING OF AOCIDENTS 6 

Lease fob Sites, termination of— see Sites. 

Ledtabd, crossing near, on B., 0. B. & N. et al., petition for depot at 38 

Lee, S. W., Wick, v. O. G. W., obstructing street by standing train at Oonger 80 

Lehigh, Oorey Ooal Oo. of, v. Orooked Oreek, discrimination in switching charges, etc 16 

Levsbton, John, Abbott, v. Iowa Oent., refusal to allow cars to go off the line 86 

Lighting and Heating Oars 4 

Livs Hogs bt Express, regulations Ooncernlng 95 
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Loading and Unloading Oabs, time allowed for 51 

LoGKRiDGS, W. O. Smith of, Y. 0., B. & Q., petition for side track at Ooalport 87 

LOGOMOTIYNS AND OABS OfTNND AND LnABID BT RAILWAY OOMPANIBS 160-161 

LOOOMOTIVM, consumption of fael by. In Iowa 177 

Long and Shobt Haul Olausb of Intbbstatb Oommbbob A.ct, decision of circuit court 

of United States In 2i8 

Lost in Transit. 

Beck, Jos , Marcus, v. 111. Oent., loss of coal In transit M 

Oaster & Brlggs, Barnes Olty, t. B., O. B. & N., window broken In transit 89 

Southall, WUUam & Sons, Plerson, t. O. & N.-W., grain 70 

Wlshard, W. H., Williams, v. B., 0. B & N., goods damaged In transit 57 

LuANA Station, depot platform at, O., VL, & St. P 36 

MALUOM, H. E. Boyd of, ▼. O., B. I. & P., failure to move coal promptly 9 
Malybbn, Interlocking switch at 8S 

MAftBLB Rook, F. E. Oates, mayor of, y. B., O. R. & N., stopping through train 98 

Marcus, Jos Beck of, y. 111. Oent , loss of coal la transit 94 

Martin, Josiah, Bagley, y. 0., M. & St. P., farm crossing with cattle guards 50 

Mason Oitt& Ft Dodgb Railroad, condensed report of 214 

Mabonyillb,J W. Turley of, y. 111. Oent , stopping fast train 45 

Maxwbll, P. Bredow of, Y. O., M.& St. P., depot platform at Luana 35 

MoOaull-Wbbbtbr Qrain Go., Minneapolis, Minn., y. 111. Oent. Rd , refusal to receiYe and 

forward freight 88 

Mblbournb, interlocking switch at 32 

MiLBAGB I ji Iowa, Increased by new lines 8 

Milbagb, entire lines and Iowa 160-151 

MilbaOB Traftio, Iowa 162-165 

entire line 166-169 

Mileagb, officers and directors of railway companies 181 
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Lee, S. W., Wick, y. O.G. W., atOonger station 80 
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Operating Expenses IN Idwa 131-137 
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Oyercharge— 
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Roberts, Frank, Ooon Rapids, y. 0., B. & Q., on account of OYer weight 83 
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Porter, W. S., Orient, v. C, B. & Q., failure to fence right of way 60 

Poultry, live, shipment of, in special cars ^9 
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Batmond, J. C, county attorney, Algona, v. C. & N.-W., failure to open highway crossing 71 
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Undbr Farm Crossings— see Crostings, Farm, 
Union Depots. 

Des Moines, order of commissioners v. Des Moines Union Bailway Go. et al 11 

Ledyard, crossiDg near, on B., C. B. & N. and G. A N.-W 38 
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